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W UR 3 fuu ^BS HWT URft I ftRlt ft; KRR HTO t^T Ugi I 

Separate paging Is given to this Fart In order that It may be died 
as a separate compilation. 


utfor 

notice 

iffa UKff $ tRRKnj 30 ut 1970 ?TT ST^lftR ftR W : — 

The u Uennzntioned Gazettes of India Extraordinary were published up to the 30th May 
1970 : — 


Issue No. and Date Issued by Subject 

No. 


174 S. 0 . 1700, dated nth Ministry oIForeign Trade Authorising Shri Suraj Raj Ma- 
May, 1970. thur to take over the manage- 

ment of the Mahalaxmi Mill 
Company Ltd,, Beawar. 

^To ?no I700rntfa ftpftft =AU4K UtR-R TDT UTUT spt U^I- 

11 U^, 1970 I eWUt fUcU ^RUT 

ot(iq T 5 RUJ '1 d Slftr- 

wc Jr % fti^ mftiw 

^TUT I 


175 S.O. 1701, dated nth Ministry of Home Adairs Declaring the duty by every 
May, 1970. person serving in Maharashtra 

for period of three months 
with effect from 9th May, I970> 
as active duty. 

S.O. 1702, dated nth Do. Declaring the duty by every 

May, 1970. person serving in M dhy a 

Pradesh for period of three 
months with effect from 12 th 
May, 1970 as active duty. 


( 2839 ) 




[Part II— 


28^0 THE GA ZE TTE OF INDIA: JUNE 27, 1970/ASADHA 6, 1892 


Issue No. and Date Issued bv Subject 

No. 


176 S.O. 1703, dated nth 
May, 1970. 


177 S.O. ^04, dated nth 
May, 1970. 


Ministry of Home Affairs Extend'ng upto 31st July, 1970, 

the period w.thin which the 
Commission of Inquiry shall 
make its report. 


Do. 


Nominating Shri S, R. Damani, 
Member of Parliament, as 
member of the Export Inspec- 
tion Council. 


178 S.O. r750, dated 
May, 1970. 


13th Ministry of Petroleum Amendment in Notification No. 
and Chemicals and S.O, 2464, dated 24th July, 

1967. 


179 S.O, 175I) dated 13th 
May, 1970. 


Mines and Metals. 

F.lcction Commission of 
India. 


nFo site 1751, fedTTT viUrT OTqf'T'T tmtfHl 
1 3Rf, 1 970 I 


T80 


S.O. 1752, dated 
May, 1970- 


S.O. 1753 , dated 
May, 1970. 


16th Ministry of Petroleum 
and Chemicals and 
Mines and Metals. 


Appointing the Additional Sub- 
Divisional Officer /Additional 
sub-Divisional Magistrate, 
Sadar.J Sultanpur, Ji the officer 
to assl st the Returning Officer 
for 25-Sultanpur Parliamentajy 
Constituency. 

TT'D '3 1 J-l3|t r = ^IlfWl 1 

’FHRTU To 2 5-gerTl?I- 

JT fHITV faqHUT «H^I % 

TH7J tllH TlfTPTT % WV 
Jr tfrt 1 

The Drugs (Prices Control) Or- 
der, 1970. 


18th Ministry of Finance. 


182 


S O. 1754, dated 

May, 1970. 


18th 


Exempting— (i) the State Bank of 
India, (ii) a subsidiary bank as 
defined in clause (k) of section 
2 of the State Bank of India 
(Subsidiary Banks) Act, 1959 
(38 of 1959), (iii) a banking 
company as defined in clause 
(c) of section 5 of the Banking 
Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 
1949), from the operaticn of the 
provisions of section 16 of 
the Gold (Control) Act, 1968 

Ministry of Foreign Trade Amendment in Notification No. 

S.O. 771, dated 6th March, 

1965. 


?IT° 1754, foTFF 
18»T$, 1970 I 


RetmT JTfdTTffTTo TT° mo 771, 
Tlftij 6 JTDf, 1965 Ji 
trsifSIT I 


183 S.O. 1872, dated 

May, 197°- 


18th Election Commission of Bye- election to the House of the 


India. 


People from the 51-Khunti 
(S.T.) Parliamentary Consti- 
tuency. 
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Issue No. and Date Issued by Subject 

No. 


ft t ° ?fr° i8 72,f?riT i 5i~wzt (no tt°) dd^to 

1 8 fjf, 19 7 0 1 fddfdd' d d d TtT TINT % 

f%JTT TT-fdql-dd | 


184 S.O. 1873, dated 
May, 1970. 


18th Ministry of Petroleum, Fixation of maximum prices at 
Chemicals, Mines and which the essential bulk drugs 
Metals. shall be sold. 


185 S.O. 1874, dated 19th Ministry ol'IIome Affairs 
May, 1970. 


*86 S.O. 1875, dated 20th 
May, 1970. 


Ministry of Information 
and Broadcasting. 


Extending upto 31st August, 1970 
the period within which the 
Commission of Inquiry shall 
make its report. 

Approval of the films as specified 
in the Schedule therein. 


ttr 0 4H o 187 5, fertr 

20d£, 1970 I 

S.O. 1876, dated 20th 
May, 1970. 

Etfo dto 1876 , fnrta 
2 0 Hf, 1970 I 


TdR'Jf 

BdTdd I 
Do. 

fR '3 


if ft iff ftfiedf TT 
dfffTd ”PTBT ) 

Approval of the film as specified 
in the Schedule therein. 

if ni H.h Tt 

mg'J *PTdT I 


287 S.O. 1-177, dated 20th Ministry of Law 
May, 1970. 


Bye-election to the House of the 
People from the 74-MathurS 
Parliamentary Constituency 
in Uttar Pradesh. 


aid 


TTo dfo 1877,dlTto fdfd ddRd 
20d$, 1970 I 


S.O. il/d, dated 
May, 1970. 


2ist Ministry of Irrigation 

and Power. 


TUT Jf^STd 7 4— U^TT dddld 
fddfad d dlT ddf T 
fdd TT-fd Q fa d I 

Declaration that striekys in any 
service connected with the 
supply of electrical energy to 
the public in the State of Tamil 
Nadu or with the generation, 
storage or transmission of elec- 
trical energy forthe purpose of 
such supply wouldresult in the 
infliction of grave hards slip 
On the Community, to be an 
essential service. 


tto trro 187 8, fiRif wTi f^cf ferfad drs test d ttut vt 

21 wi, 1970 I ddTdd I fdf d dfad flTdfd d df 

T- dTiddi'T fdfd 
dftd T TrTidd, dSTdRLd 
dCdddd d dTffefd irtft 
fddft d^r d, ffdTdf d 
dfTdTdfd^d dfTTd Tt 
d**fk ^fe=rrf dftPd ?r, 
n;dV ddr Tr dTT?d4i ddr 
drfdd spTdt I 
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Issue No. and Date Issued by Subject 

No. 


S.O. 1879, dated 21st Ministry of Irrlgatio 1 and Prohibiting strikes in any service 
May, 1970. Power in the state of Tamil Nadu 

connected with the supply of 
electrical energy to the public 
or with the generation, storage 
or transmission of electrical 
energy for the purpose of such, 
supply to be an essential ser- 
vice. 

^ToSTTo 1879, dfan FTT TFJT it 

2 1 wf, 1970 1 fV?ft ft fsrnvft ! ft 

stldWltJ h't't 1 tjft ' 4 ’idl 4 it 

tttfV ! m l 3% % sfaNETT^ 

faeid wfaf ^ett, *rm- 

■o 

4 TfttT 4 T fW tl 

m t i 

1S9 S.O. x88o, dated 22nd Ministry of Foreign Trade Direction thatthc Order No. S.O, 

May, 1970. 1196, dated the 13th April, 

1966 shall continue to have 
effect for a further period up to 
the 15th July, X 97 °- 

34° SlTo 18 8 0, fedTF fas’nt sqTTTT T>Tf IT o 44 ° STTo 

22 irf, 1970 I 1196 , ffa+F 13 spfal,, 

1966 FT STEEl 15 
1 9 70 IFF Ft FFTffJ 

% fvTTT sfk sift y|tTT I 

190 S.O. 1881, Dated 23rd Election Commission of Bye-clcction to the House of the 

May, 1970. India. People from the 18-Durg Par- 

liamentary Constituency. 

FT° 5TT° ISSl.fcTFF ^TTOT sfafa I 1 8-|F fa^Hr 

23^,1970 1 FT imr % f?TTt gtf- 

fa^Hn | 

191 S.O. 1882, dated 23rd Ministry of Finance. Appointing on and from the 23rd 

May, 1970. May, 1970, Shri S. P. Kam- 

pam. Member, Central Board 
of Excise and Customs and ex- 
officio Jt. Secy, as Admini- 
strator in addition to his own. 
duties. 

FT0KT0 1882 ,faFTF fan TfafFET 23 Ef, 1 9 7 0 Ft Slk % «fV 

23 ^, 1970 i t^ocfto F--TEft, frenr, F^ffa 

TETTT HEF ?ffa III H I VTEF 
Ft# FFT EtF FfFT HfalF Fi 
ffllW fFJFT W 
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192. S.O, 1883, dated 25th Ministry of Petroleum and 
May, 1970. Chemicals and MineB 

and Metals. 


193. S.O. 1884, dated 25th Ministry of Law 
May, 1970. 


*FTo 5 TTo 1884 , fTTFT fll AM 

25*lf, 1970 I 


S.O 1K84-A, dated 23th 
May, 1970. 


TTo 55 TTo 1 884 - 4 T , fTTbn 
25Ff, 1 970 I 


*94. S.O. 188;, dated 26th Department of Commu- 
May, 1970. nications. 


rtif o *fto 18 8 5, faTTT TUTU {TflUl 
26*l£, 1971 1 


Specifying the norms for con- 
version cost and packing 
charges for the purpose of 
paragraph 6 of the Drugs 
(Prices Control) Order, 197O. 

Bye-election to the House of the 
People from the 25-Sultanpur 
Parliamentary Constituency in 
Uttar Pradesh. 

t 2 5 -T'TFTT< 
Hfpfrq" ftrUFT ffcf *T TlTi 
TUTT % fair TT-fa* Nt I 

Bye-election to the House of the 
People from the 3 8- Gorakh- 
pur Parliamentary Constitu- 
ency in Uttar Pradesh. 

\3HT tUtT tj 38-UU^rjT 
HTrfPT ffpllTT 5T5T H TtV 
TT'HT T fat* TT-faffar I 

Specifying the 1st June, 1970 as 
the date on which the measured 
rate system will he introduced 
in Ratlam Telephone Exchange. 

TTvTT %7 sT if 

1-6-70 fJ SWlfTT TT 

JT iJ i m 1 etrtj q>T 


S.O. 1886, dated 26th 
May, 1970. 


FIT 0 sff o 1886 , 
2 6 1 97 0 I 


195. S.O. 1887, dated 26th Ministry of Home Affairs 
May, 1970. 


TTo 5TI “ 18 8 7, fcli* ^ BTUFJ 
2 6 tff , 1970 I 


Specifying the 31st May, 1970 as 
the date on wltich the Mea- 
sured rate system will be in- 
troduced in Bcrhampur Tele- 
phone Exchange, West Ben- 
gal Circle. 

%vsl ufLjTfr 
TqiH B 31-5-70 ft 
TfTrfVrf TT hfi 

T. fTTT TT'T, | 

Direction that the Punjab Uni- 
versity Act, 1947 (East Pun- 
jab Act 7 of 1947), shall have 
effect subject to further modi- 
fication mentioned therein. 

SfftffWT, 

1947 ( 1947 qiT 

'tstt? sffkfqiTT 7 ) Tiqr 
ttffr % ?rsfto stwft)- 
?ftt mr frm i 
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Issue No. and Date 

No. 

Issued by 

Subject 

196. S.O. 1888, dated 26th Ministry of Information 

May, 1970. and Broadcasting. 

Approval of the films as speci- 
fied in the schedule therein. 

nTU Wfo 1888 , faFTFF 


dFJ’JTf if ?r iff fUETT TT 

26 *lf, 1970 1 

w’fte 1 

FTfjUT WEI 1 

S.O. 1889, dated 26th 

May, 1970. 

Do. 

Approval of the film as specified 
in the Schedule therein. 

0,71 0 $ft 0 1889 , fWTffi 

0^7 

SPJJJtfrif VI ffif fTTR 

26 Rf, 1970 IJ 


ffit J WET 1 

197. S.O. 1977, dated 26th Ministry of Railways. 

May, 1970. 

Forwarding note for general mer- 
chandise. 

ttfTo wfo 1977 , 1 WT 

tpTFTT 

aqnrfTTF ret % fartf tttftt- 

2 6 Ef, 19 7 0 l] 


W 1 


198. S.O. 1978, dated 27th Ministry of Foreign Appointing Shri S. G. Purohit, 

May, I97°- Trade. Assistant Press Registrar, 

Office of the Registrar of News 
papers for India to exercise the 
powers of the Controller under 
Newsprint Control Order, 
1962. 

trffosfto 1978 , fatsff SRTTTC WEFT RTTcl if PMT 737 #T 

27 Jjf, 1970 I TFlfW *1 ifE 

T # 33 ° sffo 

f^rT 73 3 rd TTUnr 7 TTT 3 , 

1962 % TPIFf 

€\ RfTTTT TV SpfFl T 7 T 

% fvpr +T6I' I 

* 

199. S.O. 1979, dated 29th Cabinet Secretariat The Government of India (Al- 

May, 1970. location of Business) (Eighty- 

first Amendment) Rules, 1970. 

200. S.O, 1980, dated 30th Ministry of Industrial Recognition to the Central 

May, 1970. Development, Internal India Commercial Exchange 

Trade and Company Limited, Gwalior for a 
Affairs. further period of one year 

from the 2nd Jane, 1970 
to the 1st June, 1971. 


TTo 5 ft o 1980, ftrrr TfUflfW famr, in^r f feu tie far w tjrrtsr 

3 0 T[f, 1 970 I ETETlTT ®JT7TC fpOT farfiR?, tsnfWT TT sftr TTFt 

TRTTftr 

2 jJE, 1970 if 1 197 

<TT EFWT H 7 M' 
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Issue No. and Date Issued by Subject 

No. 


201. S.O. 1981, dated 30th 
May, 1970. 


Ministry of Industrial 
Development Internal 
Trade and Company 
Affairs 


Appointment the first day of 
June, 1970, as the date on 
which the provisions of the 
Monopolies and Restrictive 
Trade Practices Act, 1969 
(j4 of 1969) shall come into 
force. 


202. 


dffosn'o 1 98 1, fd'li'ti 
30fff, 1970 I 


S.O. 1982, dated 30th 
May, 1970. 


Election Commission of 
India. 


i970%smftff 
til'd 'a % tS'M it fpdd tiGii 
fan TiTfa 

3*rr wfafarr, 1969 

( 1969 ffff 54) % Wtt 

sr^n i 

Amendment in notification N o 
56/69-II (S.O. 89) dated 4th 
January, r969. 


1982, fafffa ^TRcT fffffHd OTffVl tfc 56/69-11 

30 1970 I (TT° 8IT° 89), fofffa 

4 1969 if Tfam-ff 


TW | 


37ix fa% «Rram rnmi «r> srfcRt sraiapr stthdt, fofaei htv«, fcfar v tdt 
qtffw iff ifa <ft jifaft 1 jrbm sro* «t Jiff tff ffnmf « amft gft yd fffafar 
$ 1 0 faff ^ tftff?: Tgff ^rfagf i 

Copies of the Gazettes Extraordinary mentioned above will be supplied on 
Indent to the Manager of Publications, Civil Lines, Delhi, Indents should be 
submitted so as to reach the Manuger within ten days of the date of Issue of 
these Gazettes. 


Miff II- -<irrs 3 — TUtffiri (ii) 

PART II — Section 3 — Sub-section (ii) 

(wr ffNTdff Tl AfTR) fflTff 'iTTTT «f? ff’STffdf tflt (m <tfa SSTTffff Tt Ejfa^T) 

tnfai.'vffi aur oirTt f.u ffff farfar suTftf wfa i 

Statutory orders and notifications issued by tbc Ministries ot the Government 
of India (other than the Ministry of Defence) and by Central Authorities 
(other than the Administration of Union Territories). 

ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 

New Delhi, the 11th June 1970 

S.O. 2205. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 13A 
of the Representation of the People Ait., 1950, the Election Commission, in consul- 
tation with the Administration of Goa, Daman and Diu, hereby nominates Shri 
Om Prakash GaTg’, Law Secretary, Government of Goa, Daman and Diu, as the 
Chief Electoral Officer for the Union Territory of Goa, Daman and Diu with effect 
from the al'U moon of the 2nd June, 1970 vice Shri T. Kipgee. 

[No. 154/22/70.1 
By Order, 

K. S. RAJAGOPALAN. Secy. 
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TFR7T fi w fc FT ^TXfflT 

tr£ 11 ^r, 1970 

qRo 5Rto 2205 — jffa srfrftfacT STfafjflW, 1950 spt srru 1 3-T gwm 

(1) srrrr iru vrfwfr ttet t^t gv, f^r^-'r^r vnfRr, ifm, <pur *fu 
iwwt $ <mraf ?r, » 4 Y £Vo f^nr^TT % tt ifprr wr rrtt % ftfu nM- 
sflrr srsFUfr ^ 2 1970 % srur^ *r »r>rr ^ siksfaiur ijsst 

ffiTUFT CTTphTT r %wr 3 qT?5TTT HfRpR*foET TTTT £ I 


[Ro 154/22/70] 
STi^T 

%o q?fo trtWftr, 
JTFtT, 'fTTTT f-TUT^ WHfPT I 


New Delhi, the 1 6th June 1970 

S.O. 2208. — In pursuance of section 106 of the Representation of the People 
Act, 1951, the Election Commission hereby publishes the Order, pronounced on 
the 24th November, 1969, by the High Court of judicature at Allahabad in Elec- 
tion Petition No. 33 of 1969. 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD 

CIVIL SIDE 

ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 
Dated Allahabad, the 24 th November, 1969 


Present: 

The Hon’ble W. Brome — Judge 

Election Petition No. 33 of 1969 
Sri K. N, Singh— Petitioner, 

Versus 


Sri S. P. Misra— Respondent. 

BY THE COURT 

This election petition filed by the defeated candidate Keilash Nath Singh chal- 
lenges the election of Sripat Misra respondent to the Lok Sabhfi from the Sultan- 
pur Parliamentary Constituency bye-election held on 18th May, 1969. A recrimi- 
natory petition has been filed by the respondent. On the pleadings of the parties 
the following issues were framed:— 

(1) Whether the respondent is guilty of the following currupt practices:— 

(a) threatening of voters to induce them to vote for him and refraining 

from voting for the petitioner; 

(b) appealing to the voters on communal grounds; 

(c) promoting enmity between different classes of citizens on grounds of 

religion and caste for the furtherance of his prospects in the election; 

(,.]) publication of statements of facts known to be false in relation to the 
personal character and conduct of the petitioner; and 

(e) hiring, procuring and using vehicles for free conveyance of electors to 
and from the polling stations. 
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(2) Whether the ballot papers specified in schedules VI(A), VNB) and VI(C) 
to the petition were wrongly counted for the respondent instead of for the peti- 
tioner. 

, 4 ) Whether the ballot papers specified in schedules VIII(A), VIII(B), 
'VIli(C-J) VIIKC-2) and VIII(D) were wrongly counted for the respondent instead 
■of being rejected. 

(4) Whether the ballot papers specified in schedules VIII(A), VIII (B), VIII 
(C-l), VIII(C-2) and VIII(D) were wrongly counted for the respondent instead of 
being rejected. 

.(5) Whether the petitioner is guilty of the following corrupt practices: — 

(a) hiring, procuring and using vehicles for the free conveyance of the 
electors to and from the polling stations; and 

v b) appealing to electors on communal grounds. 

(6) Whether the ballot papers specified in schedule ‘A’ to the recrimination 
have been wrongly counted in favour of the petitioner instead of the respondent. 

(7) Whether the ballot papers specified in schedule ‘B’ to the recrimination 
have been wrongly counted in favour of the petitioner instead of being rejected. 

(8) Whether the ballot papers specified in schedule ‘C’ to the recrimination 
and schedule ‘D’ to the additional written statement have been wrongly rejected 
instead of being counted in favour of the respondent. 

(GO Whether the petitioner has obtained a majority of the valid votes. 

(10) To what relief is the petitioner entitled? 

Issue No. 2. — Schedules VI-A, VI-B and VI-C to the petition set forth those 
bailor papers which according to the petitioner should have been counted for him 
but were wrongly allotted to the respondent. Eliminating those items which are 
either not traceable or not pressed by learned counsel for the petitioner, we are 
left with 80 ballot papers to consider under this head. 

The following 78 ballot papers enumerated in schedule VBA are clear votes 
fc.r | be petitioner, each of them bearing an unambiguous seal impression against 
his symbol and no impression at all against the symbol of the respondents; — 

125723, I257I2, 125721, 125753, tjtoii, J775 i 6, 177598, 214683, 214872, 14381 
41293, 41432, 66203, 104895, 116461, 242446, 2p2zi2, 242168 242166, 246022 

249669, 265997, 277085, 297001,309843. 310506, 313425, 315338, 315659, 31559 

315723, 316379' 3 T 6354. 320,159, 330915, 332440, 3?2,6ii, 345932, 345884 345888 
35174B 376611, 376675, 399279. 406265, 411438, 411528, 411310, 415304, 415312 
440851, 460378, 462274, 463212, 463200, 463227, 485220 491929, 492740, 494579 

494601, 495749, 498277, 500059, 501794, 503594, 532153, 532251, 537519, 54094?, 

546181, 546087, 561552, 562476, 569783, 571722, 307822, 345930. 

The remaining three ballot papers in Schedule VI-A (268891, 314197, 353968), must 
also go to the petitioner as they bear clear primary seal impressions against his 
symbol and only secondary impressions or smudges (caused by folding the paper 
while the ink was still wet) against the respondent symbol. 

The three ballot papers (Nos. 298809, 423083 and 496684) in schedule VI-B 
are also clear votes for the petitioner, since in each of these the seal impression, 
though falling mainly on the dotted strip between the symbols of the two candi- 
dates. projects beyond the strip into the area allotted to the petitioner’s symbol, 
thereby indicating the intention of the voter to record a vote in his favour. 

I11 schedule VI-C, ballot paper 436186 can be claimed by the petitioner, since 
it bears a partial seal impression in the area allotted to his symbol with only an 
indeterminate smudge (which cannot be interpreted as a separate seal impres- 
sion) on the symbol of the respondent; and ballot paper 441773 is likewise a vote 
for the petitioner, since it bears the primury seal impression against his symbol 
and only a secondary impression, caused by folding the paper while the ink was 
still wet, against the symbol Of the respondent. 

The remaining three ballot papers, however, are invalid and can be claimed 
■by neither party. Ballot paper 242319 (mentioned in schedule VI-A) and No. 
443349 (in schedule VI-C) bear no mark that can reasonably be said to have been 
made with the official seal; and ballot paper No. 433877 (in schedule VI-C) is 
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invalid for multiple voting, since it bears separate seal impressions against the 
symbols of both candidates. 

The result of this scrutinv is that 89 votes have to be deducted from the total 
of the respondent and 88 votes have to be added to the petitioner’s. 

Issue No. 6. — This issue relates to ballot appears alleged by the respondent to 
have been wrongly counted in favour of the petitioner instead of ill his favour, as 
set forth in schedule A to the recrimination. Sixty six ballot papers have to be 
considered under this head, after those which are untraced have b?sn eliminated. 

The following 51 ballot papers arc clear votes for the respondent, since they 
bear unambiguous seal impressions against his symbol, with no impression at ail 
against the symbol of the petitioner:— 

46987. 52193, 105733, 125702, 125698. 137896. 150698, 167650, 192912, 205338, 

205344, 222372, 222375, 223980, 238372, 255107, 268885, 285083, 295299, 310685 

328284, 335221, 339510, .161350, 376590, 381982, 381925, 385476, 389312, 394609", 

403608, 415144, 416691, 4T6825, 416808, 416702, 420250, 432520, 432565, 434210, 

434212, 438272, 4604m, 462184, 468773, 482693, 517303, 533812, 546089, 574520, 

387197. 

The following 7 ballot papers can also : be claimed by the respondent as they 
show clear primary seal impressions against his symbol and only secondary im- 
pressions or smudges (caused by folding the paper while the ink was still wet) 
against the petitioner’s symbol: — 

86950, 301568, 311446, 374591. 405246, 454285. 488320. 

Four more ballot papers (Nos. 95658, 255127, 302439 and 341210) are also clear 
votes case for the respondent, as the seal impression, though falling mainly on 
the dotted strip between the two candidate’s symbols, projects into the area 
allotted to the respondent’s symbol, thereby indicating the intention of the voter 
to vote in his favour. 

The remaining four ballot papers, however, are invalid and cannot be claimed 
by either party, Ballot papers 191766 and 332725 are invalid for multiple voting, 
since they bear separate seal impressions against the symbols of both candidates; 
and ballot papers 95660 and 257177 have to be rejected for uncertainty, since the 
seal impressions falling on the dotted strip project on both sides into the areas 
allotted to both candidates' symbols, making it doubtful which candidate the voter 
intended to vote for. 

Under this issue, therefore, 66 voles have to be deducted from the petitioner's 
total, while 62 huve to be added to the respondents. 

Issue No. 4. — The petitioner has set forth in Schedules VIII (A), VIII (B), 
VIII(C-l), VIII-2 and VIII(D), attached to this petition, the ballot papers counted 
in favour of the respondent, which according to him ought to have been rejected. 
Leaving out those items which are either not traceable or have not been pressed 
by learned counsel for the petitioner, we have 208 ballot papers to consider under 
this head. 

Five of these ballot papers (Nos. 1810, 191815, 247672, 426211 and 567116) are 
valid votes for the respondent since they bear seal impressions against his sym- 
bol. which, though incomplete, faint or smudged, are nevertheless recognisable. 
Three ballot papers (Nos. 30902, 269005 and 283063) are also valid votes in his 
favour because each of them shows a clear primary seal impression against his 
symbol, with only secondary impression, caused, by folding the paper while the- 
ink was still wei, against the symbol of the other candidate; and similarly the 
following 12 ballot papers were rightly counted for the respondent because they 
have clear seal impressions against his symbol and only indeterminate smudges, 
which cannot be interpreted as independent seal impressions, against the other 
candidate’s symbol: — 

180320, 338512, 362266, 363265,489112, 489879, 566492, 204 [52, 565-96,242124, 
"331386, 510231. 

Four more ballot papers (Nos, 52251. 188395, 352001 and 354185) can also he 
claimed by the respondent, since the seal impressions appearing thereon, though 
mainly in the dotted strip separating his symbol from that nf the petitioner, pro- 
ject into the area reserved for his symbol, thereby revealing the intention of the 
voters concerned to vote for him. Learned counsel for the petitioner has argued 
that two of these (Nos. 352001 and 354185) are invalid for multiple voting, because 
each of them bears, besides, the sea] impression projecting into the respondent’s 
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area on the front of the ballot paper, an additional seal impression on the back 
Of the paper affixed in the space corresponding to the area allotted to the peti- 
tioner’s symbol on the front. But I am not prepared to accept these seal impres- 
sions on the back of the ballot paper as valid marks, since they have not been 
made in accordance with rule 39(1) (b) of the Conduct of Election Rules, which 
requires the elector to “make a mark on the [ballot paper with the instrument 
supplied for the purpose on or near the symbol of the candidate for whom he 
intends to vote.” The symbol is printed on the front of the paper; and a seal 
impression affixed to the back of the paner cannot be said to have been affixed 
“on or near the symbol." The seal impressions on the back of the ballot papers 
352001 and 354185, therefore, have to be ignored. 

Two of the ballot papers that have been counted in favour of the respondent 
are actually clear votes in favour of the petitioner. These are No. 30910, which 
shows a clear seal impression against the petitioner’s symbol with no mark at all 
against the symbol of the respondent; and 1795. which has a primary seal impres- 
sion against the petitioner’s symbol and only a secondary Impression, caused by 
folding the paper while the ink was still wet, on the respondent’s symbol. 

The following 62 ballot papers are obviously invalid for multiple voting and 
should not have been counted in favour of the respondent. Thev show not only 
a seal impression against the respondent’s symbol but also another independent 
seal impression which falls either wholly or partially inside the area allotted to 
the symhol of the petitioner: — 

9311, 1844a, 30944, 74577, 96357, 710421, 1 10433, 161634, 176798, 176565, 189320, 
195369, 238495 , 254 U 9 , 266969, 30604J, 375496. 322198, 332468, 338478, 

342259, 3544 H, 365749 , 389942 . 391577 , 392469 , 400162, 414146,449251,449178, 
449848, 457465 , 458420, 467242, 462140, 463253 , 470852, 471735 , 472726, 476014, 
488371, 4890x7, 489060, 492747 , 402714, 494373 . 500108, 500217, 507895, 518929, 
524262, 543470 , 560043, 567484, 563700, 566395, 567121, 568004, 569827, 572528, 
572607, 279354 - 

One ballot paper (No. 303509) must ibe rejected because it is not possible to 
be sure which candidate the voter wished to vote for, since the seal impression 
lies entirely within the dotted strip separating two symbols. And the following 
28 ballot papers must also be rejected for uncertainty, since the seal impressions 
appearing thereon project on both sides of the dotted strip into the areas allotted 
to the symbols of both candidates (or would project if the impressions were com- 
plete) . — 

88615, 489877, 528647, 56636s, 66283, Ii29 J 8, 135687, 139643 . 182396, 1 94 * 133 , 
238474, 272899, 332270, 347337. 347942 , 383537 , 385249, 421036, 424335 , 438127., 
450742, 451498, 490922, 500160, 539997, 550043, 568708, 242’ci. 

The following 75 ballot papers cannot bo accepted as valid votes for the res- 
pondent because thev bear no mark that can reasonably be said to have been 
made with the instrument supplied for the purpose of marking the instrument 
supplied for the purpose of marking the vote (a rubber seal showing accross 
within a circle): 

731026, 167596, 322732, 330004, 92205, TI7577, 183190, 242420, 245974. 307907 , 
315651, 440680, 568001, 56974, 567960, 14317, 21270, 28348, 45430, 45434 , 
65224, 65225, 81385, 84035, 83979, 84020, 94562, 107590, 719595, II 9597 , 180392, 
184105, 192805, 243031, 268088, 268056, 275011, 274976, 274929, 329226, 

329253 , 344962, 347066, 354303. 3597 T 4 , - 59797 , 363787, 365723, 372562 , 37263X, 

385255, 3R8078, 399236, 415158, 415849, 423092, 430568, 440658, 440832, 453080, 

453171, 455329 , 455327, 458325, 491792, 50 i 93 f>, 509443 , 525965, 547865, 547S5T. 

565540, 565419, 573565 , 242239, 334*480. 

There remain to be considered 16 ballot papers which bear seal impressions 
only on the back of the paper, not on the front. Two of these (Nos. 283358 and 
5571189) have the seal, impression on the upper half of the paper, i.e. in the part 
corresponding to the area allotted to the petitioner’s symbol on the front of the 
paper; while In the case of the following 14 ballot papers the seal impression has 
been affixed to the lower half of the back of the paper, corresponding to the area 
on the front which is allotted to the respondent:. — 

292180, 304479 . 472437 , 16362, 37706, 44370 , 774 10 , 376378, 332123, 475995 , 573669, 
546128, 557255 , 565427 . 

None ol! these ballot papers marked on the back, however, can in my opinion be 
counted as a valid voLe in favour of either party, since the voter has not applied 
the seal “on or near the symbol of the candidate for whom be intends to vote”, 
as required by rule 39(l)(b). It is obvious more over that considerable doubt und 
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uncertainty must arise with regard to the actual intention of a voter who marks 
his ballot paper on the back, particularly when (as in the majority of cases here) 
the paper is opaque enough to prevent the candidate’s symbols from showinf through 
on the back. 

The result of this issue therefore is that 184 votes have to be deducted from 
the respondent’s total; and 2 of these have to be added to the petitioner’s total. 

Issue No. 7. — Schedule B to the recrimination enumerates those ballot papers 
which according to the respondent ought to have been rejected, but were wrongly 
counted in favour of the petitioner. Leaving out untraceable items and those 
which are not pressed, we have 208 ballot papers to consider under this issue. 

The following 12 ballot papers are valid votes for the petitioner, as they bear 
seal impressions against his symbol which are discernible, even though incomplete, 
faint or smudged:— 

72759, S973S, 141681, 335101, 411533, 416881, 146782, 420231, 49°9°3, 49 r 742, 
498216, 54R690. 

Four ballot papers (Nos. 34964, 332493, 334451 and 362073) are also valid votes for 
the petitioner because they have clear seal impressions, against his symbol, with 
onlv secondary impressions caused by folding the paper while the ink was still wet, 
against the symbol of the other candidate. In the last 3 of these the paper seems 
to have been folded twice, producing a double secondary image. Similarly, four 
more ballot papers (Nos. 176729, 182309. 344933 and 382748) were rightly counted 
for the petitioner because they have clear seal impressions against his symhol and 
only indeterminate smudges, which cannot be interpreted as independent seal im- 
pressions, against the respondent's symbol. 

Ballot papers 219670 and 332275 were rightly counted in favour of the petitioner 
because the seal impressions appearing thereon, though mainly on Ihe dotted strip 
separating the symbols of the two candidates, project into the space allotted t< 
the petitioner's symbol. And 2 more ballot papers (Nos. 59684 and 141795) show 
similar projections of the seal into the space allotted to the petitioner’s symbol, 
with only a smudge, which is no part of a seal impression, in the space allotted to 
the respondent's symbol. In all 4 of tivse Instances the intention of the voter to 
vote In favour of the petitioner can safely be inferred. 

One ballot paper counted in favour of the petitioner is actually a clear vote 
for the respondent. This is No. 16391 which shows a clsar seal impression on 
the symbol of the respondent, with no mark at ail against the petitioner's symbol. 

The following 47 ballot papers are invalid for multiple voting and should not 
have been counted in favour of the petitioner. They show not only a seal impres- 
sion against the petitioner’s symhol but also another independent seal impression 
falling either wholly or partially inside the area allotted to the symbol of the 
respondent: — 

14255, 93^53. 163457, 165367, 176587, 193615, 201831, 233S93, 243:80, 25719?, 

279453, 3 t ° 748, 312352, 3I55I3, 323859, 332081, 332657, 335086, 335070, 33949’-, 
356936, 36:834, 385458, 4 T 33 T 7, 420337, 432588, 445698, 461265, 470753, 472699, 
476020, 4786TT, 481706, 486602, 490762, 496520, 497485, 500299, 50477, 518377 
546245, 548607, 55083), 557193, 560008, 567964, 376769. 

Three ballot papers (Nos. 30905, 30912 and 107567) have to be rejected because 
it is impossible to determine which candidate the voter intended to vote for. Each 
of them shows 2 seal impressions, one against the petitioners symbol and the other 
against the respondent's and it is obvious in each case that only one of the im- 
pressions could have been made by applying the seal, the other being merely a 
seoundary impression caused toy folding the paper while the ink was wet; but un- 
fortunately it Is impossible to say which impression in each pair is the primary 
impression and which is the secondary, since both are equally well defined anil 
clear. 

Ballot paper No. 56,3523 has also to be rejected for uncertainty, as the seal 
impression lies entirely within the dotted strip separating the symbols of the 
two candidates, And ballot paper No, 362476 has likewise to be rejected because 
it too has a seal impression inside the dotted strip which may have been meant 
as a vote for the respondent, in addition to the another seal impression that lies 



Sec. 3(ii)] 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JUNE 27, I970/ASA.DHA 6 , 1892 285 1 


within the area allotted to the petitioner’s symbol. Further the following 41 
ballot papers have to be rejected for uncertainty, since the seal impressions appear- 
ing thereon project on both sides of the dotted atrip (or would project if the inr 
pressions were complete) : — 

16319, 56673, 121596. 169765, 174642. 185016, 187446, 118382, 160077, 204424, 
210773, 230720, 232384, 243150, 288470, 308819,318126, 332372, 332613, 335125, 
374598, 389972, 399171, 3993*12. 402642, 415299, 418757, 417641. 420205, 420352, 
421013, 438431, 446599, 449080, 485885, 501942, 518188, 518107, 520894, 540138, 
554593* 

The following 74 ballot papers cannot be claimed as valid voles for the peti- 
tioner because they bear no mark that might reasonably be said to have been 
made with the instrument supplied for the purpose of recording the vote: — 

10997, 181104, 18251, 31116, 43435, 79646, 79666, 79667, 126610, 141679, 141754, 
142996, 142857, 142857, 147856. 177623, 161643, 193559, 193507, 193488, 193497, 
242307, 260130, 268042, 268148, 268135, 258068, 278115, 2749208, 290189, 

299690, 304161, 309671, ^09985, 310668, 329159, 332175, 332682, 334401, 334487, 

334236, 334332, 335168, 338633, 343201, 354080, 353947, 358074. 359674, 359716, 

359787, 359603, 360696, 381941, 399261, 399290, 4000070, 439983, 44353b 455323, 

464082, 476015, 500992, 509432, 518399, 547844. 561680, >62443, 665417, 565332, 

567906, 570713, 574636, 503666. 

Finally, there are 16 ballot papers which bear seal impressions only on the 
back of the paper, noL on the front. Five of these (Nos. 26384, 15067!-), 235165, 
382852 and 481024; have seal Impressions on the lower half of the paper, be. in the 
part corresponding to the area allotted to the respondent’s symbol on the front; 
v'-jle Ihe following 11 have seal impressions in the upper half of the back, corres- 
pond!., y to the petitioner’s area on the front of the paper: — 

52226, 3^2721, 334177, 375559, 379401, 107434, 432573, 432559, 478778, 499977, 

490987. 

As already pointed out by me, when discussing the earlier issues, these seal im- 
pressions on the back oj; the ballot papers cannot be counted in favour of either 
party, since they have not been marie in conformity with rule 39(1) (b) and also 
involve some considerable doubt as t (J the voters’ real Intention. 

Under this issue, therefore, 184 votes have to be deducted from the total award- 
ed to the petitioner; and one of these is to be added to the respondent's total. 

hsnp No. 3.— This issue relates to rejected ballot papers which are claimed by 
the petitioner to be valid votes in his favour. These have been set forth in 
schedules VIl(A), V1I(B), VII(C) and VII(D) to the petition; and after eliminating 
items which are either unlraceable or not pressed by learned < 01 nisei for the peti- 
tioner, we are left with 719 ballot papers to consider un -r this head 

The following 17 bollot papers can undoubtedly be claimed by the petitioner, 
since each of them bears a seal mark against his symbol, which, though faint, 
incomplete or smudged, is nevertheless dicernible : — 

177586, 166584, 147910, 346856. 322074, 309388. 372570. 563879, 533862, 501943, 
400B24, 381115. 376756, 334323. 37 .'360, 192816, 3; 84^7. 

Similarly, the petitioner can claim the following 69 ba’lot papers, which bear 
a clear primary seal impression against his symbol and only a aecydavy impres- 
sion, cause by folding the paper while the ink was wet, against symbol of “the other 
candidate : — 

184091, 561618, 559930, 18244. 460355, 399214, 35904, 569024, 560792. 137733, 

141698, 143876, 144828, 172122, 171717, 177551, 175581, 177521 189178,213821, 
248708, 249728,253204. 253-43, 261036, 26m; 6, ; 66965, 267566, 269988, 269976, 
273R80, 293566. 293582, 293581. 213503, 196.-/.9, 296242, 308636, 30968;, 309974, 
309669, 309684, 328331, 3287,62, 3.-93.53, 3:037-., 320347, 320338, 330069, 320099, 
330082, 330093,344951, 344c 36, 354128, 36:1,8, 55531, 381985,432609,432526, 

432620, 432527, 472581, 442615, 442613, 442619, 497384, 497450, 329348. 

Ballot paper 493720 is a clear and unambiguous vote for the petitioner, since 
it bears a clear seal mark against his symbol, with n 0 mark at. all against the 
symbol of the respondent. And the following 19 ballot papers are also valid votes 
for the petitioner, since the seal impressions appealing thereon, though lying mainly- 
in the dotted strip separating the symbols of the two candidates, project into the- 
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area allotted to the petitioner’;* symbol, thereby indicating the Intention of the 
voter to record a vote In his favour: — 

1*5498, 100133, 7*892, 5236T, 230052, 183225, 167598, 15*504, 330033, 320179, 279431, 
56*7**, 437164, 426282, 420106 ,413153, 4H51 r , 411337, 38S075. 

Five ballot papers (Nos. 144832, 143894, 256095, 392596 and 499309), however, 
appear to have been rightly, rejected, since they bear no recognisable seal impres- 
sion. Ballot papers 48H295 was also rightly rejected, as It beats separate indepen- 
dent seal impressions against the symbols of both candidates. And the following 
8 ballot papers are invalid because the seal impress'ons thereon preject on both 
sides oC the dotted strip into the areas allotted to the symbols of both candidates: — • 

20T81, 21, 201008, 137708, 293698, 569022, 4:6330, 3R9991. 

Ballot paper 330107 Is an instance of a primary seal impression, accompanied 
by a secondary impression, produced by folding the paper when the Ink was wet; 
but as both the impression are equally clear and distinct, it is impossible to say 
which is th° primary impressions and which the secondary. This ballot paper, 
therefore, has to be rejected for uncertainty. 

Finally we have 593 ballot papers, wdiieh bear a seal impression only on the 
back of the paper, not on the front. Two of these, 141686 and 178525, would in 
any case be invalid since the seal Impressions appearing on them are not confin- 
ed to the upper or low r er half of the back of the paper but extend Into both halves, 
i.e, into the portions corresponding to the areas allotted to the symbols of both 
candidates on the front of the paper. The following 9 ballot papers have seal 
impressions on the back falling in the lower half of the paper, i.e. in the part 
corresponding to the area reserved for the respondent’s symbol on the front of the 
paper: — 

453513, 4*1084, 874, 285113, 345104, 443425, 458333, 497306, 5*3744- 

The remaining 687 ballot papers, which are as follows, have seal impressions on 
the back in the upper portion, corresponding to the area allotted to the petitioner’s 
lymbol on the front of the paper: — 

3896, 4782,11836,11849,13536, 16346,23142,24206,26430,26352,28295, 30985, 
36783, 37721, 377*2, 39571. 43382. 44365, 45385, 46992, 47946, 52405, 5229T, 52233, 
52380, 52355 , 5228t, 544*7, 56668, 56771, 56593, 567c 5, 56621, 56647, 56837, 

65232, 65 r63. 6crc4, 72915. 73755. 73858. 74564, 78470 84087, 84933, 84962, 

87880, 88658, 88645, 91280, 92998, 93806, 94612, 9830T, 105724, 108603, 

109494, 1*0376, 112939, T12992, 115358, 116442, 116399. 1:9616, 1215R6, 123009, 
126767, 126630, 126602,126626, 126656, 128185, 128259, 128206, 128180, 

131060, 132034, 131886, 135029. 135069, 135755, 141728, 141880, 142870, 142956, 
142941, 142770, 144S22, 146829, 146925, 148124, 148119, 148160, 148749, 150684. 
150680, U1537, 152530, 151574, 152492, 156047, 166523, 166559, 167666,168650, 
768685, 169711, 169719, 160655, 370540, 172138, 173927, 175651, 175567, 175700, 
178715,175501,176616, 176609, 177500, 178572, 178596. 178618, 178615, 180300, 
182354,183145,190847,192711,102875,193521, 193560, 193613, 195355,197982, 
198003, 198031, 199922, 201793, 20^610, 204357, 205379, 205444, 

205359, 205398, 206211, 206200, 210032, 210831, 212809, 217832, 215312, 

217154, 21881J, 218949, 219665, 219667, 220629, 220774, 220729, 220633, 223258, 
225011, 22J002, 230001, 22990, 232335, 232381, 222399, 23265 233266, 233920, 
234025,236462,238338,240168, 242344, 242370, 242210, 244023, 245925, 249666, 
249667, 249734. 253231, 254072, 254166, 254*96, 254091, 255178, 256066, 

257048, 261030, 26098?, 262928, 1640.13, 264051, 263951, 265026, 267983, 
268147, 268037, 270871, 272946, 272913, 272892, 275024, 274978, 274967, 276991, 
278479, 278308 278206, 278164, 278125, 278084, 278"j7I, 278333, 278135, 2803^3, 
280289, 280304,285149,288401, 289215, 290170,293689,297214, 298865, 299685, 
301531, 301782, 302472, 302557, 306857, 306968, 306823, 307R67, 307667 307670, 
307879, 307890, ?oS6o9, 300981, 309803, 309650, 305750 ,309902, 321345, 312313, 
315303, 316325, 316524, 318103, 319151, 320128, 320155, 322148, 322201, 323046, 
323983, 323896, 3*5739. 3*6261, 329184.320186,339035,330088, 330136, 330JJ5, 

330050, 330137, 330856, 332535, 33^381, 332440, 332J11, 33*7*3, 332598, 332596, 
334317.335121.335935,3359*4, 337607,338542, 33853 s - 339537, 333*58, 344**9, 

345*52, 3469S2, 350040, 349860,355*55, 356866, 357978,3579*5, 35773°, 357728, 
357945, 357709, 35777*. 360560, 360887, 361326, 361341, 361296, 36*360, 362360, 
362425,362382, 363260,363228,363272, 363201, 3644*4.365505, 370655,373528, 
374688, 374649, 374637, 374538, 374555, 375536, 376584. 376638, 376668, 379597, 
382644,3827*8,385257,375287, 386200, 386180,386116,386211,387135, 387179, 
388281, 389*70, 3892R9, 389216, 390775, 390846, 390848, 390776, 39*599. 39*618, 
392447,39342*, 394539, 395424, 400022, 401670,401763, 407382,407461, 408425, 
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408375, 409397. 4II545. 4II547. 3U 544, 41143^ 4 II S39> 411506, 411488, 412426, 
4T3195, 413240, 413293, 4 I 3 2 °9. 413219., 4 T 5 T 55, 415316. 4I5I4U 4 T 5i69, 418406, 
420134, 421158, 421024, 424166, 424434, 424177, 426207, 426263, 427191, 
427170, 427341, 428192, 432398, 436247, 438345, 438173, 438324. 439024, 428975 
440676, 441874, 441728, 445507, 445653 , 445557, 445616, 445634, 446646. 447609, 
447636, 448435, 449206, 449290, 449914, 450660, 450602, 

452294, 455341, 457360, 457343, 45401, 460429, 460379, 462220, 

462130,462073, 462321, 462223, 462050, 463065, 463132,467099,470733, 4726AQ, 
473602, 474437, 474391, 475276, 476875, 477710, 478769, 478830, 479319, 480036, 
480039, 481960, 481892, 482632, 4S3494, 485105, 485975, 485872, 485892, 486732, 
486747,488024, 489780, 490730, 490828, 491770, 491802, 492901, 492837, 492813, 
494466, 49539, 494527, 495778, 495388, 496607, 496503, 496545, 496500, 496575, 
496564, 496531, 499325, 4992200, 501047, 501016, 501952, 501954, 507/21, 507450, 
510(99, 5H072, 511081, 511804, 511888, 512951, 513833, 515758, 515715, 
515716, 516503, 5T7357, 518161, 518268, 519868, 520885, 521880, 525099, 
526034, 530:98, 530347, 530328, 5?ii>7, 53UI5, 53II19, 531140,531143, 54H50, 
532080, 532081,532094, ;.?47 i 8, 537682, 539262,540185,540175, 541759, 541835, 
542690 542754, 543225, '45280, 547149, 547039, 547H5, 547977, 547982,547940, 
548582, 548753, 550030, 550065, 554686, 557206, 558982, 560759, 605710, 

561536, 561595, 561605, 562688, 563829, 563738, 564476, 464366, 565370, 563293, 
565573, 565508, 565578, 5653^59, 565437, 565454, 566460, 566324, 566486, 566350, 
568894, 569084, 5706R0, 570820, 572455, 572509, 573489, 573449, 574631, 575387, 
576385, 576389, 576378, 576435. 576463= 576392, 578513, 578447, 578457, 578403, 
328424, 332503, 323993. 421987, 292844. 

But ns I have ulreauy held when discussing the previous issues, none of these 
seal impressions on the back of the ballot, papers can be counted as valid votes 
in favour of either party. The intention of a voter who impresses the seal on the 
back of the paper, where the symhols of the candidates are either not visible at 
all or only faintly visible, is difficult to assess; and in any case seal impressions 
on the back arc net in conformity with rule 39(1) (b), which lays down the 
manuer in which the vote is to be recorded. 

The result of this issue, therefore, is that only 106 votes are to be added to the 
petitioner’s total. 

Issue. No. (!■ — Schedules C and D, annexed to the recrimination, enumerate re- 
jected ballot papers which are claimed by the respondent as valid votes in bis 
favour. After those items have been eliminated which are untrareable or not 
pressed, we are left under this issue with 555 ballot papers to consider. 

1 The following 14 ballot, papers should undoubtedly have been allotted to the 
respondent, since they bear seal marks against his symbol, though faint or in- 
complete, are discernible :■ — 

125755, 178462, 182066, 229947, .'33270, 233212, 277040, 313308, 344030, 370717, 

420126, 478841, 5382:4, 5400ST. 

The respondent can also claim the following 44 ballot papers, which bear a 
clear primary seal Impression against his symbol and only a secondary impression 
Caused by folding the paper while the ink was wet, against the symbols of the 
■other candidate; — 

213823, 2137(7, 233191, 247800, 274989, 293553, 293674, 293616, 284406, 346994, 

372529, 382731, 4 T 9240, 4 T 932H, 436070, 442560, 442558, 442488, 453084, 483473, 
483519, 483537, 483477, 4S3386. 483474, 48:528, 483605, 483531,483568,485(32, 
488283, 488272, 494488, 494472, 465399, 566403, 568S82, 568994, 568928, 

568954, 568883, 569006, 568884, 568962. 

Similarly, ballot papers 268988. 548(384 and 568979 are valid votes for the respon- 
dent, since they bear seal impressions against his symbol, with only an indetermi- 
nate smudge, which cannot be taken as an independent seal impression against 
the symbol of the petitioner. 

Ballot paper 483560 is a clear vote for the respondent, since it bears a seal 
mark against his symbol with no mark at all against the petitioner’s symbol. And 
ballot paper 5G2675, is also a vote in his favour, for although the seal impression 
falls on the black strip below his symbol, the intention of the vot 2 r to vote for 
him can safely be inferred, since there is no other candidate’s symbol below the 
’"ck strip. 

The following 33 ballot papers can also be claimed by the respondent, because 
seal impressions appearing thereon, though lying mainly in the dotted strip 
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separating the symbol; of the two candidates, project (or would project if the- 
Impressions were complete) into the area allotted to the respondent’s symbol, there- 
by Indicating the intention of the voter to record a vote in his favour, 

7-173°, I378°4. *42086, 142005, 1428,82, 15258Q, 188397, 262948, 268987, 293571, 

296210, 299037, 301631,301735, 305262, 335217, 366333,379572,381970,400*29, 
400121, 400135, 406259, 411469, 426339 , 442552, 456395, 568846, 469777, 
473541, 615763, 568994, 569022. 

Ballot papers 394404 and 304352, however appear to have been rightly rejected. 
The former bears no mark that can reasonably be said to have been made with; 
the offlrial seal; while in the case of the latter the seal impression lies entirely 
Inside the clotted strip separating the two candidate’s symbols, making it doubtful 
which of the two the voter intended to vote for. 

Finally, we have 457 ballot papers, which bear a seal impression only on the- 
back of the paper, not on the front. Two of these, 503878 and 565504, would in 
any case be invalid, since the seal impressions appearing on them extend into 
both the upper and the lower halves of the back of the paper, i.e. into_ the portions 
corresponding to the areas allotted to both candidates’ symbols on the front of 
the paper. One ballot paper No. 332091 has a seal impression which falls in the 
upper half of the paper i.e. in the part corresponding to the area reserved for the 
petitioner’s symbol on the front. And the remaining 454 ballot papers, which are 
as follows, have seal impressions on the back In the lower portion corresponding, 
to the area allotted to the respondent’s symbol on the front of the paper; — 

4845, T26yi, *4291, 20273, 21258, 42419. 42423, 52328, 52276, 52290, 56612, 56650, 
65252, 652^3, 747 T 7, 82*37, 83966, 84992, 84977, 85989, 88625, 92 J t 6, 9287J, 
94634, 98287, T03750, T03740, 105835, 106756, 10763*, 10759)., TO76T0, 108477, 
100499, **' n 34, 1*299*. 115367, 1*8576, *241*4, 137790, J350T4, *3574*1, 141916, 
14*804, *4*878, *45820, 1469*8, 1498*0, *49823, T4982F, T49774, *50693, T50690 
16329T, 16337;, 165.143, 165520, *65547, 166470, 16967 6, *75624, 175762, 

J76601, 176683, 176603, T76634, 170794, 190248, *80278, 182375, *83*64, 

*84907, *849*3, *85098, T8827S, 189395, *89184, 1909*7, 190700, *91787, 

19178C, *92689, 193866, 193575, I9353I, *93360, 195282, *09024. 20**90, 2OTT58,. 
20*785, 304431, 206295, *08165, 208*72, 2T72TP, 218799, 22T495, 222*92, 225006, 
229969,232329,2323*6, ; 33**8, 2?.', 7*3, 238463, 140189, 240185, 24**01 , 241095 
242175, 242360, 242355. *4. o*8, 242278, 24402 1 , 247660, 248580, 259674, 252249 

254°79, 254*63, 257255, *6loro, 264129, 268055, 269973, *69)86, 27289?, 272881, 
274866, 278403, 278374, 27877* , 278178, 280432,280278, 280418, 280*94, 283*60 
2S 5959, 189240, 292161, .•.92878, 297130, 297025, 298039, 298789, 2996.iT, 30*797 
30*689, 302602, 304290, 304192, 304362, 30576, 306972, 306865, 307821, 

307827, 308576, 3°97°6, 309586, *>09565, 312205, 2*32*0, 3*33*8, 3*43.36, 3154*4 
3*5363, 322*23- 323010, 3*4001, 323962, 328350, 329357, 330126, 330080, 332391., 
332660, 3335*8, 33344 s - 334*79, 334*79.334477, 3353*, 335°89, 335974, 33855 s , 
33R606, 339538, 740280, 242*88, 34214*, 3423*5, 3423*0. 343356, 344*39, 346865 
347044, 349965, 349937 , 352996, 355281, 355184, 356834, 356987, 356988, 357041, 
35776*, 359773, 36071;, 36*3*5, 362772. 362386, 362356, 362*75, 3632**, 368926.. 
368933, 368906, 368X79, 373507, 373557, 375549, 37555*. 375729, 376708, 376631 
376624, 346626, 376695.377704,375601,37953*, 382010, 38:0^0, 38.7017, 38*78* 
382767, 782672, 38*649, 386^ 7c 5, 382829, *84338 3845T5, 382649, 38^705, 382829 
3 S 433 S , 384515, 3843TP. 385*67, 385740. 387***, 787182, 289052, 288252, 38918*, 
389996, 389882, 390O4 2 . 39 o 8°5. 398287, 4C0057, 403540, 407*60, 407:63, 407480- 
407316, 4084*8, 4*0477, 4*15*2, 4TJ49T, 41*521, 4**493, 4**495, 4*23**, 4*2293 
413261, 4T3314, 4*5*67, 415*16 415142, 148606, 418603, 418563, 41849*, 420143 
424117, 4.24094, 424*02, 424083, 428*46, 4*9539, 43*459, 43 2 54*. 439oro, 439752 
43974 s ’ 440740, 44*8i3, 4455*8, 445530, 445602, 445508, 445744. -145787, 445826, 
446684, 446715, 446641, 446645, 446593, 448385,450630,450695, 450702, 452295, 
453**8. 456303, 456389, 457309, 357-149, 457353. 45746*, 460417, 46041*, 4622*9 
462277, 462175, *62246, *62056, 483109, 463220, 473566, 475289, 478665, 48T050 
481961, 4S1730, 481699, 482045, 48*02*, 4812627, 483608. 4S5955, 485593, 48R197 
488309, 4898*9, 49*0*5, 490767. 49*725, 5*9850, 492591, 49*645, 492797, 49277*, 
494555, 496576, 496572, 496439. 496505, 496375, 496448, 496307, 496271, 497665 
-197376, 498409, 499*8o, 5004T3, 501854, 501845, 50*929, 503684, 505394, 505596, 
5064*9, 509303, 50 93**. 509369, 509306, 509338, 5137**5. 

5*479*. 5*8*52. 5-1*772. 52*8X5. 525999, 526041, 526036, 527764 „ 

527690, 53065, 53**12, 53**44. 532*25, 534738, 537539, 537649, 538*3*. 538278,. 
540*10, 54*9*9, 543459, 544339, 5443*5, 4-443*4, 5453*2, 547902, 550062, 557*07, 
557*77, 559051, 560779, 56077*, 560733, 56*504, 562572, 53476, 563833, 5644*4 
564399, 5643*0, 565480, 56533*, 565558, 365563, 565544, 565335, 565356, 36546* 
565452, 654403, 565327, 565358, 565298, 566499, 5673*2, 562465, 5735*6, 574: 
576315, 576325, 57 s 452, 578448, 5784&6, 5784*9, 578402, 578435, 578434, *755 
*89303, 27*881, 329327, 336843, 350895. 
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But for the reasons already disclosed in my discussion of the previous issues, I 
am not prepared to count any. of these seal impressions on the back of the ballot 
papers as valid votes in favour of either party. 

The result of this issue, herefore, is that only 96 votes are to be added to the 
respondent’s total. 

Issue No. 5. — Learned counsel for the respondent has stated that this iSBue is 
not pressed and no evidence has been produced to show that the petitioner is 
guilty oi any corrupt practice. The issue is accordingly decided in the negative. 

Issue No. 1. — Learnea counsel for the petitioner has stated that he does not 
press items (a), (b) and (e) of this issue. The only corrupt practices on the part 
of the respondent that remain to be considered are therefore the following items: — - 

(c) promoting enmity between different classes of citizens on grounds of 

religion and caste for the furtherance of his prospects in the election; 

and 

(d) publication of statements of facts known to be false in relation to the 

personal character and conduct of the petitioner. 

I first take up item (d), which is based on a printed Nagri leaflet (Exh. 3), 
-said to have been distributed by the respondent and his helpers on May 10th and 
17th just before the polling day (18th). This leaflet, which bears a block repro- 
duction of the photograph of a Muslim woman and is headed “This lady demands 
justice from the public”, recites how a certain Sharifan of Pralapgarh was se- 
duced by the respondent Kailash Nath Singh while he was working as a Doctor 
in the Pratapgarh Jail Hospital and later went with him to Jabalpur, where he 
took service in the Victoria Medical College and kept her in a house in Hanuman 
Tal Muhalla, passing himself off as a Muslim and pretending that she was his 
wife named Razia. Eventually, according to the leaflet, people became suspicious 
and they had to shift to Bhopal, where she went by the name of Sadhana Singh, 
.and there she became pregnant, but he induced an abortion and brought her 
back to Pratapgarh; then again she became pregnant and once more he wished 
to procure an abortion, but she refused and eventually he got tired on her and 
abandoned her. All along it is said, he was making promises of marriage, but 
never carried them out; and it is further mentioned that In the various hospitals 
where he worked he had embezzled lakhs of rupees and had made money by 
selling hospital medicines in the market, in order to finance his dissolute life. 

The leaflet Exh. 3 bears no imprint line to show where it was printed and 
by whom, ibut according to the petitioner, it was the respondent who arranged 
for it to be printed; and a witness Sarju Singh (P.W. 4), who runs a small private 
press in Pratapgarh, has been produced to state thut about a week before the poll 
Sripat Miara. actually showed him a draft of this leaflet, together with the photo- 
graph, imd asked him to print it. 

In addition, evidence has been led by the petitioner to show that Exh. 3 was 
distributed by Sripat Misra himself and by others with his consent. Baijnath 
Singh (P.W. 5), Ram Jas Singh (P.W. 7), Narsingh Pal Singh (P.W, 10) and 
Vishwanath Kapur (P.W. 11) have deposed that they were given copies of the 
leaflet between 7.30 and 9 p.m. on 16th May, 1969 at Sunder Lai Park (in the 
town of Sultanpur) where a meeting had Ibeen called by the respondent’s party 
(B.K.D.) to hear an address by Ch. Charan Singh. Baijnath Singh could not 
identify the persons who were distributing the leaflet, though he says they were 
Vakils: Narsingh Pal Singh and Vishwanath Kapur say they were B.K.D. work- 
-ers; while Ram Jas Singh states that it was Sripat Misra in person wtip handed 
him the leaflet. Narsingh Pal Singh (P.W. 10) has further deposed that on 17th 
May, 1969 at 7.30 or 8 p.m, Sripat Misra came to his house (in Sultanpur) with 
some of his workers and one of the letter gave him another copy of Exh, 3; while 
Uma Datt (P.W. 12) was stated that at 10 p.m. on 17th May, 1969 a copy of the 
leaflet was flung into his jeep while he was going home from the Congress office, 
by a person who was one of a group accompanying Sripat Misra aft a certain cross- 
ing in Sultanpur, And Anally we have two residents of Kotiya village, Mohammad 
Jalil (P.W. 8) and Sher Mohammad (PW, 9), who state that between 8 and 10 
p.m. on 17th May, 1069 they were given copies of Exh. 3 by a Vakil named 
Mohammad Yunus (accompanied by Yasin, Binod Behari and Bismillah), who 
exhorted them not to vote for a- candidate who could treat a Muslim girl in this 
fashion, 

The respondent Sripat Misra has repudiated all connection with the leaflet 
(Exh. 3) and denies that he ever got it printed or distributed. His suggestion Is 
that it may have been printed and distributed at the instance of certain rivals 
of the petitioner, who were jealous of him because he had succeeded in getting 
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the Congress ticket for the election, which they themselves had aspired to. Sripat 
Misra (R.W, ft) denies that the leaflet was given by him or by anyone else in 
his presence to any of the petitioner’s witness; and Mohammad Yunus (R.W. 3) 
has come forward to make u similar denial of having given this leaflet to Jalil 
and Sher Mohammad, 

The fact that the leaflet exh. 3 was in existence and was being circulated in 
Sultanpur before the date of the poll is proved beyond doubt by the testimony of the 
District Magistrate Surendra Mohan (P.W. 3), who states that the local intelli- 
gence staff brought it to his notice one or two days before the poll. Further it 
cannot be denied that this leaflet is highly defamatory of the petitioner and was 
calculated to prejudice the prospects of ins election. The petitioner has himself 
come into the witness box (as P.W. 13) to deny the truth of the allegations made 
therein, both with regard to the alleged liasion with Sharifan and with regard 
to the embezzlement of hospital funds; and no serious attempt has been made 
by the respondent to prove that these allegations are true. It has been elicited 
from the petitioner in cross-examination that while he was working os a doctor 
in the Tej Bahadur Sapru Hospital at Allahabad he realised more than one lac 
of rupees from Central Government employees as fees for consultations, prescrip- 
tions and injection; but there is no proof of any dishonesty on his part in this 
connection and learned counsel for the respondent has frankly conceded that none 
of the defamatory allegations in Exh. 3 have been substantiated. In order to prove 
that the respondent is guilty of a corrupt practice in respect of this leaflet, how- 
ever, the petitioner has to prove that it was published by him or by his agent 
or by any other person with his consent or with his election agent’s consent, so as 
to come within the ambit of clause (4) of section 123 of the Representation of 
the People Act. 

As already noted, the petitioner has produced a witness Sarju Singh (P.W. 4) 
to state that the respondent Sripat Misra tried to get him to print the leaflet Exh. 

3 about a week before the poll. I am satisfied, however, that the testimony of 
this witness is wholly unworthy of credence. He was in no way intimate with 
Sripat Misra and had never done any printing work for him before; nor had he 
printed any leaflets for anyone in any of the elections 1987 and 1909. It is ob- 
vious that a candidate wishing to get a pamphlet printed, which he knows will 
constitute a corrupt practice that may vitiate his election, will take precautions 
to make sure that the person whom he aoproaches for this purpose can be relied 
upon to do whatsoever is necessary, without giving away the secret to anyone 
else. I find it impossible to believe that Sripat Misra could have straightway 
shown the draft pamphlet to Sarju Singh without first making sure that he was 
prepared to print an unsigned defamatory leaflet of this kind and to omit the 
imprint line showing where it was printed. It is further to be noted that the 
photograph of the woman was to be included in the leaflet, and yet Sarju Singh 
admittedly has no apparatus in his press for making blocks for such photographs. 
Sarju Singh is a person of no particular status, paying no incometax, and signi- 
ficantly enough belongs to the same Biradiri as the petitioner. I place no reliance 
on this witness and reject his testimony as totally false. 

With regard to the distribution of the leaflet Exh. 3, we have first of all to 
consider the four witnesses who claim to have been given copies of it late in the 
evening on 10th May, 1969 at Sundar Lai Park. It is admitted by the respondent 
that a meeting had been called there by his party (B.K.D.) to hear an address 
by Ch. Charan Singh at 7 p.m., hut it appears that the meeting was cancelled at 
the instance of the District Magistrate, who personally met Ch, Charan Singh 
at Ali Ganj at about 4 or 5 b.m. that evening and informed him that no meetings 
could be held after 5 p.m. on 16th May 1969, in view of the provisions of section 
126 of the Representation of the People Act, which forbids all public meetings 
in any polling area (i.e. the area for which any polling stations has been provided) 
during the period of 43 hours ending with the hour fixed for the conclusion of 
the poll — vide the evidence of Raj Bahadur Dwivedi (R.W. 4), the Secretary of 
the B.K.D. Parly of U.P., who was personally present when the present Magistrate 
met Ch, Charan Singh on that occasion. Since the meeting was cancelled at the 
eleventh hour, however, It Is quite probable that a crowd of people had collected 
at Sundar Lai Park in the hope of hearing Ch. Charan Singh speak and only 
dispersed when they were finally convinced that he was not going to turn up. 
It is not at all unlikely, therefore, that whoever wished to distribute the leaflet 
might choose this meeting as a suitable place for doing so. But when defamatory 
leaflets of this kind are distributed, the distribution is normally done In a surrep- 
titious manner though the agency of small urchins or other hirelings who are not 
easily identiflble; and I find it very difficult to believe that Exh. 3 was being 
handed out at the meeting by Vakils, as suggested by Baij Nath Singh (P.W. 5), 
cr by regular B.K.D, workers wearing badges, as suggested by Narsingh Pal Singh 
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iP.W. JO) and Vishwanath Kapur (P,W. 11) and least of all by the candidate 
Snpat Misra himself, as suggested by Ram Jas Singh (P.W. 7). All four of these 
witnesses have close connections with the Congress Party, which is supporting 
the pet. ..oner, Narsingh Pal actually worked as Kailash Nath Singh's polling 
agent and counting agent in the election; while Vishwanath Kapur is a Congress 
■ It is further to be noted that Baij Nath Singh, Ram Jas Singh and Nara- 

smgh Pal Singh belong to the same caste as the petitioner. Bearing all these 
facts m mind, we have obviously to exercise extreme care and caution when 
scrutinising the testimony of these four witnesses and assessing its value. Some 
fn these witnesses have not hesitated to tell palpable falsehoods. According to 
Bali Nath Singh, Ch. Charan Singh actually addressed the meeting, which is 
clearly untrue, And Ram Jas Singh has stated that one of the persons present 
at the meeting was Habibur Rahman Nomani, M.L.A., though it is clear from 
the evidence of the latter (examined as R.W. 5) that on May 15th, 16th and 17th 
he was attending the hearings of the inquiry held at Mau (Azamgarh district) 
by the Musaddi Lai Commission that had Ibeen appointed to inquire into the Mau 
disturbances of 29th March, 1969 and that on the crucial date (16.5.1969) his own 
statement was actually recorded by that commission. I have already pointed out 
the inherent improbability of the witnesses’s assertion that the defamatory leaflet 
was being openly distributed by vakils toy B.K.D. workers wearing badges and 
by the respondent in person. Bearing in mind the party and caste affiliations of 
these witnesses, the inherent improbability of their story as regards the alleged 
distribution of the leaflet by easily identifiable persons and the obvious falsehoods 
which some of them have told, I have no hesitation in rejecting their version of 
the distribution of the leaflet in Sundar Lai Park as totally unreliable. 


The other instances of distribution ot the leaflet in Sultanpur on 17th May, 
1969, deposed to by Narsingh Pal Singh (P.W. 10) and Uma Datt (P.W. 12) are 
equally unworthy of credit. Narasingh Pal Singh would have us believe that 
Sripal Misra came to his house in person and that a copy of the leaflet was hand- 
eel to him in Sripa 4 - Misra’s presence. This seems most unlikely conduct on the 
part of the respondent, who must have known that Narsingh Pal Singh was fully 
committed to the petitioner, being his polling agent and counting agent as well 
as this caste-fellow. And Uma Datt, who similarly tries to make out that the 
leaflet wets thrown Into his jeep in the very presence of Sripat Misra, Is clearly 
under an obligation to the petitioner, who supported him when he himself stood 
for election to the U.P. Legislative Assembly on the Congress ticket in February, 
1969. I am not prepared to accept the testimony of cither of these witnesses as 
true. 


It is important to note that there is no documentary evidence whatsoever to 
corroborate the allegations of the petitioner’s witnesses regarding the manner in 
£ t , hey say t he leaflet Ex h- 3 was distributed in their presence. Ram Jas 
tnngti claims to have made a written application to the election officer, stating 
the tacts and asking for legal action to be taken; but no such application is forth- 
coming from the Election Officer’s records. Vishwanath Kapur claims to have 
attended a meeting on 17th May, 1969 at the Inspection Bunglow, where the Elec- 
tion Commissioner was staying and to have made an oral complaint about the 
leaflet to the Election Commissioner, but even this allegation is not corroborated 
irom any reliable source. The Election Commissioner has not been examined 
os a witness in this case, but from the testimony of the Deputy Election Commis- 
sioner P Roy (P.W. 1) it would appear that the leaflet was not brought to the 
notice of the Commissioner until the evening of 19th May, 1969 (the day when 
the votes were counted). Had it Ibeen true that Exh. 3 was being openly difitri- 
buted by persons who could be identified, some specific complaint or report 
should have been lodged straightway giving the names or descriptions of those 
persons. But nothing seems to have been put doyvn in writing at the time by 
Ihe petitioner or any of his helpers; and the natural inference is that; even though 
he may have come to know on May 16th or 17th that Exh. 3 was being distributed, 
they were not in a position to say who were the persons doing it and therefore 
tould not accuse anyone specifically. 


Mohammad Jalil and Sher Mohammad (P.Ws, 8 and 9) deposed that the leaflet 
Exh. 3 was given to them to read or was read out to them by the Vakil Moham- 
mad Yunus in the village of Kotiya between 8 and 19 p.m. on 17th May 1969. 
Their allegations in this respech however, are contradicted by Mohammad Yunus 
himself (R.W. 3). He admits that he went to Kotiya on 17th May, 1969 to tell 
the Muslims of that place not to vote for the Congress (in pursuance of a reso- 
lution of the Muslim members of the Sultanpur Bar), but he denies that he distri- 
buted any leaflet or pamphlet there. Sher Mohammad is a Congress worker and 
acted as polling agent for the petitioner, while Mohammad Jalil admits that he 
has always supported the Congress, Their statements have therefore to be looked 
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at with considerable caution, in an election case where the fortunes of the Cong- 
ress candidate are at stake; and in the absence of any kind of corroboration by 
documentary evidence or independent oral testimony it is obvious that it would 
be highly unsafe to rely on them. The testimony of Mohammad Yunus (R.W. 3) 
is clearly entitled to greater respect and I am not prepared to hold, on the basis 
of the evidence of these two witnesses, that the leaflets Exh. 3 was distributed 
by him. 


The petitioner has thus failed to prove that Exh. 3 was printed at the instance 
of the respondent or that it was distributed by the respondent or his agent or by 
anyone else with his or his agent’s consent. Learned counsel for the petitioner 
has pointed out that there were only two candidates standing for election, the 
petitioner and the respondent, and argues that this defamatory leaflet, which was 
calculated to prejudice the petitioner's chances of winning the election, could 
only have been sponsored by the respondent and his supporters. But while it is 
true that there is good ground in the circumstances for entertaining the suspicion 
that the petitioner may have been responsible for the issue of the pamphlet or 
may have connived at it. were suspicion cannot take the place of proof. As 
pointed out by the Supreme Court in Jagdev Singh Sidhanti. V, Praterp Singh 
Daulta and others (A.I.R. 1905) Supreme Court 183: — 


“In the trial of an election petition, the burden of proving that the election 
of a successful candidate is liable to be set aside on the plea that he 
was responsible directly or through his agent for corrupt practices 
at the election, lies heavily upon the applicant to establish his case, 
and unless it is established in both of its brancnes i.e. the commis- 
sion of acts which the law regards as corrupt, and the responsibility 
of the successful candidate directly or through his agents or with 
hlg consent for Its practice not by mere preponderance of probability 
but by cogent and reliable evidence beyond any reasonable doubt, 
the petition must fail.” 

In the present case it cannot be said that the responsibility of the respondent for 
the leaflet Exh. 3 has been established beyond reasonable doubt. Even though 
there may be room for suspicion against him or his agents in this connection, 
one cannot exclude the possibility that some else, may have printed and distri- 
buted the leaflet, without his knowledge or consent. The respondent has sugges- 
ted that rival aspirants for the Congress ticket in the election might have been 
responsible for publishing the leaflet. But quite apart from them, any person 
nursing a serious private grudge against the petitioner could have issued the 
leaflet with the idea firstly of defaming him and secondly of causing him dis- 
appointment and monetary loss by making him lose the election. When alter- 
native hypotheses are possible, one cannot say that the respondent's responsibility 
for Exh. 3 has been proved merely because suspicion points towards him on ac- 
count of the fact that he happens to have been the only other candidate in the 
election. Item (d) of this issue accordingly remains unsubstantiated. 


We are now left with Item (c) l.e. promoting enmity between different classes 
of citizens on grounds of religion. To prove this form of corrupt practice, the 
petitioner relies upon the Urdu pamphlet Exh. 4, which is an appeal to Muslim 
voters not to vote for the Congress because this party, in spite of its promises, 
has not dealt fairly with minority communities, especially Muslims. The pamphlet 
draws attention to the fact that the Urdu language has not been given any 
regional status hut has been banished from the courts and administrative offices 
of the state; and It further points out that under the Congress regime there has 
been an Increase In communal disturbances In which Muslims have suffered 
Severely, citing as an example the Mau disturbances (of March, 1909) In which 
the police and many of the officials are reported to have harrased the minority 
community In a shameful manner. 


The respondent has denied that he and his agents and workers had any hand 
la the drafting, printing and publication of Exh, 4; and Mohammad Yunus 
(R. W. 3) has come forward to state that four or five days before the poll this 
pamphlet was Issued by the Muslim members of the Sultanpur Bar (including 
himself) without any consultation with Sripat Mlsra. As regards its distribution 
the petitioner! has examined Mohammad Jalil, (P.W.8) and, Sher Mohammad 
(P.W9), who depose that Mohammad Yunus gave them copies of this pamphlet 
between 8 and TO p.m. on 17th May, 1969. but Mohammad Yunus had denied this. 
I have already discussed the evidence of Mohammad Jalil and Sher Mohammad 
when dealing with Exh. 3 and have found them to be unreliable and there Is no 
need for me to repeat that discussion here. The petitioner alleges that Mohammad 
Yunus was a polling agent of Sripat Mlsra and was working for him in the 
election; but this too has been denied by Mohammad Yunus and the allegation 
remains unsubstantiated. 
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The result Is that there Is no evidence worth the name to connect the respondent 
with the pamphlet Exh. 4, And I may further point out that in any case this 
pamphlet does not seem to come within the mischief of clause (3A) of section 123 
of the representation of the people Act, for it appears to be nothing more than 
legitimate election propaganda, criticising the record of achievement of the Con- 
gress Party while it was in office. There is no attack on Hindus as such; the 
target of criticism is the Congress Party, which is said to have failed to fulfil 
its promises to the minority community; and this cannot be construed as an 
"attempt to promote feelings of enmity or hatred between different classes of the 
citizens of India on ground of religion”. 

My conclusion is that the petitioner has failed to prove that the respondent is 
guilty of any corrupt practice, whether under item (c) or item (d) of this issue. 
This issue Is accordingly decided against the petitioner, in the negative. 

Issue No. 9. — The scrutiny of the various ballot papers that has been carried 
out In this case leads to the following conclusions. The petitioner is entitled to 
add 194 votes to his declared total (86 under Issue No. 2, 106 under issue No. 3 
and 2 under Issue No. 4), but from this must be deducted 250 votes (66 under 
issue No. 6 and 184 under issue No. 7), making a net loss of 56. The respondent 
on the other hand gains 169 votes (62 under Issue No. 6, 1 under issue No. 7 and 
96 under issue No. 8), but loses 273 (89 under Issue No. 2 and 184 under Issue 
No. 4), making a net loss of 114. Adjusting these net losses against the declared 
totals, we find that the final total of valid votes for the petitioner comes to 47736, 
while the final total for the respondent comes to 47927. The petitioner has thus 
failed to show that he has obtained a majority of the valid votes, and this issue is 
accordingly decided against him, in the negative. 

Issue. No. 10. — The petitioner having failed to prove either that he received 
the majority of valid votes or that the respondent was guilty of any corrupt practice, 
is clearly entitled to no relief. 


Order 

The petition accordingly fails and Is dismissed. The respondent will be entitled 
to recover the costs incurred by him in these proceedings (estimated at Rs. 2,000 
From the 'Petitioner. 

Dated 24th November, 1969. 

[No. 82/33 of 1&6»/UP/09(ALLD).I 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 25 th May 1970 

8.O. 2207. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Abdul Aziz, 
S/o Shrl All Bux, R/o Mohalla Fakka Katra Kasba Tilhar, Shahjahanpur, Uttar 
Pradesh, a contesting candidate for mid-term general election to the Uttar Pradesh 
Legislative Assembly from 63-Tilhar Assembly Constituency, has failed to lodge 
an account of his election expenses as required by the Representation of the People 
Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notice has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Abdul Aziz, S/o Shri All Bux, to be 
disqualified for being chosen as and for being a member of either House of 
Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for 
a period of three years from the date of this order, 

[No. UP-LA/ 63/ 69 (441.j 


Rf , 2 5 R# , 19 7 0 

2207 lid : fRT'NfR £f PT>r RTR ft W t fr 14T STTR fRtri'RRTT % RW- 

Rf?l WR fRRfTR % f^rr 63 -fRRfP 1 TRDT RJ? ^ HF-RR 
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TOftW TOT <sft 5tr?fT TOW, fWTTWt wto qTOT T7T7T , y-rqq fdTTBT, W^HT, TOT WTO, 
dVfi WfifwfyTO qfwfWTO, 1951 TOT Wf&ftW WWTtJ W fwwwf ITW TOfTO fwwfTO TOlf 

w ^T3TT grPror totT if totot ^ f ; 

*rr <, tot, tow TOfftwr to wqrow gwro tot to vfr wtwT to totott % ftrcr 

*fltf TO TO WTOT FTTttfTTO wff fw t ; cT^TT fwftww WRIT TO Wi? WWiWTW ft TO! f far 

to% wrw to totoit % f%w to! wwfccr q-r wrrTtfwTw wff f ; 

TOT :, TOT , TOT wfwfwww tt UTTT 1 0-W % TOJWTOT W fwwfww TOWtW tr^grTT 
TOW Wf TOfW TO^R WTO TOT TO^ft TW, TOT TOT % fawft wt WWW % TT farfft TTTO rfa 

fww wwr TOr fawrw wfaw^ % wwro tow rfK $T%w fwtr to wt&t wt tout if ?frw 

TO wt TOWRfa Tr fw<r ftvffrw #U TTOT f I 


[to W° 5ro-f6ro?ro/63/69(44)] 
IVeio Delhi, the 30th May 1970 

8.0. 2208. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied Lhat Shrl Hamid 
Rashid, S/o Shrl Mohammad Shaft Sheikh Ansari, R/o House No- 769, Mohalla 
Shahbad, Bareilly Uttar Pradesh, a contesting candidate for election to the Uttar 
Pradesh Legislative Assembly from 82-Bareilly City Assembly Constituency, has 
failed tc lodge an account of his election expenses as required by the Representa- 
tion of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2, And whereas, the said candidate even after due notice has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he h«s no gqod reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 102A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Hamid Rashid, S/o Shrl Mohammad 
Shall, to be disqualified for being chosen as and for being a member of either 
House of Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
State for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. UP-LA/52/09/ (43) ] 
By Order, 

V. NAGASUBRAMANIAN, Secy. 


wf fcroft, 30 W^ 1970 

oifm° 2208 to : fwwrww ww to wwrsr w ft tot | far tot tow fwtrrw tot % fro 

fwrfww %farw s 2 -toR- frot wwt RttTtt-^t it % wrw tot wi% wnffaro ?ifw* 

33ft?, W/PT aft WI^WT WnT, W T TOR ft, fTOTWt WTOW fo 7 6 6, WT^TOf WWT, Wt-ft, 
WWTOvW TO trf.fTftr-'T WfafWTW, 1951 WIT TO'TTT TOIW W"[ faWt 3TTO WlfaTW 
TOT fWWTOT STflff TO Tit tft WTO TlfTOT TOT# if TOWWW %) 

qV, rfd- ; TOT TwftTTiT T WW WTOW W=T T fwr TOT WT TO TO STWTOTnT % faffi 
TOf TOTO WTOT PWftWTO wft ftwr % ; TTO fTTtTO TOTET TO W TOr TOT ft TO f | Rfi 

tto tto to TOTOT-Tr % Rtt tit toKt totot dr TOratfror Tift P; i 

TO:, TO, TTO qfafTTO Tit TOTT 1 OTO % ’TTOTOT fTTHft TOTtT ^T^STLT TTO 
^ft ^fTT TOftr Wt TlfTOT TOiV Wt TOT % ^ft WTO % TT froft TITO T^t RlRTT WTT 
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hw Wxtf qfrqr % anhc ^t hr ?rV Ytt t fan otYh TrHrfwHffkTf# 
THTTfa T %-T faRfe-T TRT % I . 


[To ^0 STo-fYo ^o/52/69/(43)] 

sri^r n, 

*fv° TTTrgirr^TirTT, HfrA i 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 2nd June 1970 

S.O. 2209. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Redar 
Nath Sahay, R[o Kani Bazar, Ward No, 10, Hazaribagh (Bihar), a contesting can- 
didate for the mid-term election to the Bihar Legislative Assembly held in 1909 
from 271-Ramgarh Assembly Constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his 
election expenses as required by the Representation of the People Act, lf)51 and 
the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And Whereas, the said candidate even after due notice has not given 
any reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied 
that he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3, Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Kedar Nath Sahay, to be disqualified 
for being chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or 
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three 
years from the date of this order. 




[No. BR-LA/271/69(97).] 
By Order, 

ROSHAN LAL, Secy. 


2 sp, 1970 

trfro strto .-209 — ah:, waYa ti hahtth stwtfr f^rc Iwft hvtt 

% fHTT TRAfr, 1969 A ftr HRTTftT 271-THTA? 7JATA 

Al% RDfkAR «fV TAR BBT H|PT fATRfT, TRY ATHR, AT# A° 10, APT 

(faf[R) , HIT 5rfYfAf«RA TrftlfAAA, 1 95 1 HAT AAEftA AATT[ rpT fYqrfi JRT tYTwH IPR 
fAA'TAA SPIT AT TlPdH ARA if WAN 7% f I 

Ak, AA:, ATT Y, ART ’JAAT fYY AlA 9R A’TAt'RT WTTHdr % 

fWTT Tf£ TRA !IW PE^lTRA A#f 1w AAT fAA?AA HTAYa TT AATSTA ?Y AAT & fa 
AA% APT ^A 'MfiTHdl % fAA ATlR Wl WT ^ATAYfAAT HjfV I I 

TiA:, m, 3AA HftrfAAA TT ART 1 0-T A TJTRH H fdARA ARIA RdRjRT AAA 
TTRATA ARA tY HAT % ART RTaY H A fwl HI ATT T AT fTAt TRA AT YtAR RAT 
StW fY AR % HTPA aY HR HR aYY % fpir AA ATYh AT RTfRaT Y YR AH Tt TTATTfA 

% fY aYIYa TTAT t I 


[lf« fAYR-foo Ho/ 27 1/ 69( 97) ■] 
ATYa A, 

RtAA HTH, Afar I 



2862 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JUNE 27, 1970/ASADHA 6 , 1892 


[Part II — 


Tffent, 4 TTTfT, 1970 

tflTc Wh 483- — TTSIHfw qfsRnr) - (um^Wr) ?rflrfkr»r, 1948 

% ^ 2 firm (t) % W'jTm Sr, rcm, 5 *% ski wrt tt t h^ n k i, #w 
*f osttf, «ft i[To ^VPtteft kt ^?fr Sr iq^Err *nk?r jfk cnr kkkT ^iWr 
TT a FTcf (f>7?r TT flfwK 541 f t I 


[#o €\o 4 3 30/ 7/ 69. J 

<fV° tfV° 5TTT nfkr I 


fim rriot 

(Trark kk jftEx f*wm) 

forkr, 18 *rf, 1970 

tjrrowlo 1753. — ^ (fSiww) ?rfefSpur, 1968 ( 1968 Tr 45) 4 f)- tmr 

i09 5m5Em viPmuI ' m grr^fk wmz q?r tft k HpRurfar tfrr 

»rmr kk? %r Sr *trwt kk irtkfk |, kEitffTr, 

( I ) «nrk tk, 

( II ) 'firefkkfe^k (E<FjTpftf^) wfRpmq, 1959 ( 1959 <ft 38) kt 

srru (z) Jr kTvrrfkr It, 

(III) it f 4 Pi 96 'i srftrfkur, 1949 (i 949 a fn‘ 10) kt trm 5 k 'ays 

(*r)jjsr w Mr^ifadltk+rd »fE*pfr, kt m (fkkw) srfalwr, 

1 968 kr tim 1 6'% swiff % sunk ff, 3gj fin ^riff dv m am m 
to 3 % Ik 5TO 3 kT fkfft ^ m wrtjw % ffffEi Sr, kt jrro butt 
air m srfrrtr fkj qtr fkkT set kr trffnjfff k wj Sr ^r% , srfkw 

qT fwTOT Jr ’-[kuii^Vr m r ktwk % ^z kfr 1 1 

[ff° 85T^ l/3l/70-^ft lit II. } 

| 3 RRk %;, ufkr 1 


MINISTRY OF INFORMATION AND BROADCASTING 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 16 th June 1970 

S.O. 2210. — In pursuance of the directions issued under the provision of the 
enactments specified in the First Schedule annexed hereto the Central Government 
after considering the recommendations of the Film Advisory Board, Bombay 
hereby approves the films specified in column 2 of the Second Schedule annexed 
hereto in all its language versions to be of the description specified against it 
in column 6 of the said Second Schedule. 
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The Ftrst Schedule 


(1) Sub- Section 
Act, 1952 

(4) of the Section 12 and Section 16 of the Cinematograph 
(Central Act XXXVII of 1952). 

(2) Sub-Section (3) of Section 5 and Section 9 of the Bombay Cinemas 
(Regulation) Act, 1953 (Bombay Act XI of 1953). 


The Second Schedule 


S. No. Title of the 
film 

Length Name of the Name of the 

35 mm Applicant Producer 

Whether a scientific film 
or a film intended for 
educational purposes or a 
film dealing with news and 
current events or a docu- 
mentary film. 

I 2 

3 4 5 

6 

i Maharashtra 

News No. 2 i<> 

303* 89 M Director of Publicity, 

Govt, of Maharashtra, 
Film Centre, 68-Tardeo 
Road, Bombay-34- 

Film dealing with new* 
& current events. (For 
release in Maharashtra 
Circuit only). 


[No. F. 28/1/70— FP App. 1471] 


K. K. KHAN, Under Secy. 


srrt’fT 

16 1970 

C^fo tf[o 2210 . — RFT jpgr? W-J^l # fautfixr JR^p wfafttPT 
3TRR8T ^Kt [’I'iSi'l % STJETT, i^sfl®! d wi i, PfiCH H ti 115+ K *fli, 

ftPhlPtiMf TT fttTX qfi^ffTTT ?R%, FT*T WfV f\<ltfld V-J^'fl % 4TRBT 2 

if ^ % STRR ¥%T, PjRWT fTR^' fSffar 

% ’PTNF 6 % f^TTTT §5TT l4Y$d ^Ttft $ :- 

5RBT 

( 1 ) wf^r wftrlwr, 1952 ( 1952 37 37 ?lMFTir) 3ft RKI 12' 

^ 1TO ( 4) ?WT srm 1 6 I 

(2) sr^ftrtaT (Wot) wfafaur 1953 (1953^1 1 1 *r wftrfwr 

tfUru 5 ^f bwu ( 3 ) mr mu 9 1 
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"5DT fai?7T TT ■TFO ^ 5 ill 34+ TT -TW fTEfcTT 3T TTT T+ faTR 

-SPOT f*r« EVo TFT I ITT Tpfllsft 

ftflFT | TT TRTTR 

?rk TmftTi nz- 
TRfr «rr farr | 

TT foPT 

% 


1 2 3 4 5 6 


1. H^ITT^ TERTT 303.89 5FIR fr^!TT> ( TTT+TT, TTFTTT ^ -HlofUT 

TTWT 2 1 6 EtTT fpW %73T ( 6 8 -TTE?T Tt¥, F3TP5ff # fwiT 

TTTf-34. (-ISET ElfTTr^ 

tFpt % W l) 


[TfWT'Eo 2 8/1/7 0 -^ 0 'fto-qfy%E3: 1471 ] 
9T° ^0 TTFT, 5TTT TfTT I 


qrm «tfr*ST t«tt qft^r *f*t*ft 

('Tfbr^T m) 

T^fepfV, 13Tf, 1970 

i^o wfo 1812 . — TfternT^t (^cftr 'rsmT^n) fainr 1 9 4 o t?i twtFtt +tt 
% 1%t fTFTpTferT srr^'r frsw, tef tttV irfMwr, 1939 

( 1939TT4) 111 JTTT STTTT JfrfTTFft TT SETT*! TTT^ gT[ TTTT JTT'TPT- 

TT TFxft W «rfferfTTT fl'JTPT 133 3HT TTT ?Fl%T TT ^PwTT T?T ^FTTTft % 
far* , f'TTTT 7FFT T'*TTfTT ?>TT TWr |, T+lftlT fW 3TTTT & sftT ^sTF! 

frnrT ^nm | far siwt, tt 3 o ifa 1970 ttt T rfa ttt fart w^tt tt 

• ^ufaf % tut, sft fafafas TPffa t ^ T*fa ttt*t ?f htft ?f, fr^Tr fan oTFttt : — 

4 iTm fWT 

Tfawft (nffa vmx?. $m) (ifaror) faw, 1970 

1 , ^ ffaFT TfaT *lfat (iTcffa T^WT ^faT fw, 1970 +$ 

'5TT tfa'M I 


Sec. 3(ii)] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JUNE 27, 1970/ASADHA 6 , 1892 2865 


2. irrfV (fJFftT <TSTOR TTHT ) , ffRPT, 194 6 TTV TSTFT 

WT fvRPT T-qT W & ) if, fiTTR- 6 % THTcj; fTOlforfGPT faTT 55Frr> 
T«nft?T fw tttit : — 

6. ifar wk TTfaRt v tidw ^ fas jito 

TT aqfpr TR Tf TOR JTTft TOR TORT Rlf'PtV % RIN 

TOcrfTOT TOT ^ TOTim TOTO f, SR TR sffRT TOT? °f?t, f-sm^T 
RTO T Wft J? TTOTTOT Trfl f%TO f, TO fTOR! TO R iTOT RV 

TOTO R pr TRi T TOT ?rk TITO Tlftm fif TR TOiTO% TW it, 
f^R TO R>TO Rffl STRlfRT TOT TO SRRiRfT I, TOTTR % fTR 
5TT%^T TO R%RT l” 

3. TOT fTRR Sfft TOJ^rt % TOTT % fTRfrfsrT RTR TOT: ^qTfTcT 

fror ttrrt, tout ; — 

RET 'Tl'Ti 

(fTRR 6 R^TR) 

R>TO VTfft SrfafRRR, 19 39 

rflRr rrit tt tAt RrfT?ff % tottot % fMt totto 
t?V$r, «ft tot 

% RTR Jr Ro ^ «rtfk Tf^lfKT R'TTO Rift 

TO RRlftT TORI Tt TORRTT TOctT j / TOT f *rk If / TO RT^TRT R>TO RTlff RfafWR, 
1 939 Tk RPCT /03 R % TOJRK , TOT RtTO Tilt *FT RITT TOR 9TO Tiff f%R RR «frrT 

RRpim Rk ttr T^rar r° tot)- Rrfroft % 

% TO >sfr % RST it TOTTOT %■ fRR TO^TR TOTT 

jf/TO^S l" 

[T 29-^lRTt ( II ) / 7 0] 

^cor tot ^ftsfr, rr Rfroc i 


DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 

PUBLIC NOTICES 
New Delhi, the 27th June 1970 

S.0. 2211, — The following modifications which the Central Government proposes 
to make the zonal development plan for (a) zone C-l fKashmere Gate) and (b) 
zone D-5 (D.I.Z. area-Gole Market area) are hereby published for public informa- 
tion. Any person having any objection or suggestion with respect to the proposed 
modifications may send the objection or suggestion in writing to the Secretary, 
Delhi Development Authority, Delhi Vikas Bhawan, Indraprashtha Estate, New 
Delhi, within a period of thirty days from the date of this notice. The person 
making the objection or suggestion should also give his name and address. 
Modifications : 

(1) Zone C-l ( Kashmere Gate area) An area measuring about G 87 
hectares (about 17 acres) ear-marked for institutional use in the 
Master Platl/Zonal Plan, occupied by Delhi College of Engineering 
Techical Higher Secondary Scheoovl and Women's Poly-technic, 
bounded by National Highway 91.44 ms. wide (300* R/W) in the east 
partly, an existing lane separating residential area in the North, 
Master Plan Roads 30-48 ms. (100 ft.) and 45.72 meteres (15CK R/W) 
in the South-East and South-West and by an existing road In the 
North-West to be changed to “commercial . 
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(2) Zone D - 5 ( D.I.Z . — Gole Market area) Land use of a 0.278 hectare approx, 
plot bounded by 45.72 metre wide Irwin Road on the South-East, 
18.288 metre wide proposed road on the South-West Higher Secondary 
school in the North-West and general business and commerce on the 
North-East to be changed from “residential” to “commercial.” 

2. The plans indicating the proposed modifications will be available for 
inspection at the office of the Authority, Delhi Vikas Bhawan. Indraprastha 
Estate, ‘D' Block, New Delhi on all working days except Saturdays within the 
period referred to above. 


[No. F 3(95)/09-M.P.] 




dr®fd!fi { b to 
t 2 7 dd , 1970 

tjdosfk 2211. — ffiHfdldd ^ilsM '5ft dTili < dtdd mid (ip) 

sfldd'V-l (T.'bfHl far) *fk (*?) dtd^-5 (tffo ^dkdr-^dTfadtrkdT) 
^ fdif >ledifdd fdi^l dfidl ^ 'tiiHad fd^l d'lit I ^d SJfdltdfl ddt- 

sjd) Jf Pbtfl sdfdd c hT^ «rrq% dT tymd itdT eft dij sppft ^ hihRi tt m ftrftrd hft at 
5ETf^RT, f^c7?fV 'WPTH', ^ST5TF«r d^ fedt, "Ft g^TT ^ ftrfd 

d 30 fad % tfldr #sr tort $ i dt *dfad timid dT swr dir dd tmr did ^ ddi 

iff ^tt mf«% i 

ddtdd — 


(l) dtd lft-1 («Mdkt »?») 

dddd 6.87^FR (dddd 17 1^) *jfad> dldR rdTd/dtdd 'Hid % tTJdR 
^d if PtevH ddfwd did) ^^ftfddfTd, i'rfl'txi ijlH <, ^fadTft WH faifad 
dddldt % dddtd ir dT T^t Td % T^f? tfk 91.44 *ftdT ( 300 td ?tddd ^ 
if, tf*!? fadd dtft dTdTd Sid if drR if $d dft ddd ddrfV dTT3T him ^ff u-J'h 30.48 
ifldd ( 100^) dtd 45.72 ifRTT ( 150^) dfirPd-dfNd dffid: I dk 

ddd-dPldd if ITJfi ftdd d^F I I d'dfad ^fd *fft ddTTdf ^dddtd^d^T «HMlPw 
dddtd if ddddl | I 


( 2) dtd tff-5 (tffo WTf o ar»° qfTTT dfd dlffd) 

dddtddddd 0.278 ij’t ? < r *J<a Pad% V'ft tfR 45.72+ft<i<.^t ^fad dfiffd-' 
^ if dfard-fifadd if 18.288 iffdT HWlfad d5pfi dTR-dfrdd if ?BR fkddff d^df 
dk dvR'd.l if dTSTRd J^Td 1 dk «riMI< dlfa £ I $d tjfd dfW qff dTdid % 3dtdl< 
dtw ^fd % dWtd if ddddT t I 


2 . ddit df d^dTfdd ddtddf dff ddfcf ^ffd^tiSTd^ dTfddikf, fdcvff fdddd ddd, 
VStH td tr^^, d^ fe^ff % dildfdd if wfddR dff d'fft dipf 1 ?ftd ftdt if , dT^Tdddfd 

% dtd ^ dT ^ I 


[do n'fio 3(95)/69->n c ’'TVo] 
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S.O. 2212, — The following modification which the Delhi Development Authority 
purposes to make in the zonal development plan for zone D-2 (Mato Sundri Road) 
is hereby published for public information. Any person having any objection or 
suggestion with respect to the proposed change may send the objection or sugges- 
tion in writing to the Secretary, Delhi Develoment Authority, Delhi Vikas 
Bhawan, Indrapraslha Estate, New Delhi, within a period of thirty days from the 
date of this notice. Any person making the objection or suggestion should also 
give his name and address. 

Modification : 

Approx. 8.1 hectares of land earmarked for two higher secondary schools 
located in the pocket surrounded by Rouse Avenue in the north, 
northern railway in the south, proposed school-lane bridge in the 
east and 24.4 metre wide zonal plan road in the west to be inter- 
changed with the land earmarked for residential use measuring 
approx. 4.04 hectares falling within this pocket. 

2. The plan indicating the proposed modification will be available for inspection 
at the office of the Authority, Delhi Vikas Bhawan, Indraprastha Estate, New 
Delhi on all working days except Saturdays within the period referred to above. 

[No. F. 3(262)/68-M.P.] 

M. L. MONGIA, Secy. 


tJRo *fto 2 2 1 2. — fd R f ufaT d VTfiWVf fovft' farm TlfWTN TtfiT 

g- t It r 

L TR ift— 2 (fiTfiT UfA-Ct TtY uftUT ) % fspl Xtdlfdd ["UTI t[cr^9TTr 'ipm 
fipf Sfififitld PfiTT 'SfiffT Medildd fivijhn djf NFlfTT fiT filflTd 

eft Wlhlrl fiT djffTY fdHgd IFT % forSfV f«l«ti|d 

’rnr w fcrf*r'^r'' 30 ' % «fr?pc ^ i 

wrrfn tt 5 *nr tbt ^ qcrnrft Wr 1 

'•I'I'Hfi 3. 1 vj’ntdc Id^JMdif % foi) TlU'Jl d,<fafd 

'tft fit "ft 1 wi Jr TfiFr sfaFPir Jr ^ Jr Ntdifad fin* iflr 

itWr *T 24. I 4.04 

(^hlffifr) ft fiWt dfi STdR t I 

2. fiWIT tt STfdlfad tivfitR fift TTrfdT &, 5TTfft"fiTt [ , fcetfl faddd 

W, fit fdcvft % TTfiTTT F srffiTR: fift TT qtft +|4^T foftf Jf, dT- 

^td Nfifft % fiYJj <d+a 1 ^ fOAT ^ I 

[fto rj'Eo 3( 262) /68 -ETTo ftto] 
ETfi vim RtffifiT, dfdd 


MINISTRY OF FOREIGN TRADE 

New Delhi s the 9th June 1970 

S.O. 2213.— In exercise of the powers conferred by section 7 of the Export 
(Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government 
hereby recognises the quality Marking Centres, Directorate of Industries, Uttar 
Pradesh, at Aligarh, Meerut and Moradabad as the agencies for the Inspection of 
six light engineering products, namely, (1)' Brass utensils, (2) Padlocks, (3) 
Copper utensils, (4) Mortice locks, (6) Scissors, and (6) Drawer locks, Cub-t oard 



2868 THE GAZETTE op INDIA: JUNE 27, 1970/ASADHA 6 , 1892 


[Part II — 


locks and Box locks, specified In Schedule 11 annexed to the notification of the 
Government ol India in the late Ministry of Commerce No. S.O. 3030, dated the 
20th September, 1965, and makes the following further amendments in the said 
notification, namely:-- 

In the said notification, in Schedule I, after Serial No. 15 and the entry relating 
thereto, the following shall be inserted, namely: — 

“10. The Quality Marking Centres, Directorate of Industries, Uttar Pradesh, 
at Aligarh, Meerut and Moradabad.”. 

[No. 60(26) /Exp.Insp/67.] 


i twit Turr-i' f 

df 9 1970 

Vlo wTo 2213. — ftrrfd (’JN fpfrerN) Slfafuqu, 1963 (l963 4T 

22) pf 8TRT 7 TUT 5PUT tfrPfdTT TT WPT qTTft ^tt Viflq +UUK RVi'Wl <,l Spfffli?, 
iprz WtT iJTT^RK if fspfPI %TT, TffUT fdtviHT U7TT TTT?r PT 'PUd PTTTT % 

TrPTfrr TTcTUPT “Pf STftPJTdT P 0 qfroSITo 3030 cTTCffS' 20 fPIWT, 1 9 6 5 ^TPTff 

spj^ff 1 1 if fqfrftpu ^ 'U'tpu, snrfq; ( 1 ) 'ffur % wfa, ( 2) 

faqpJTT dTUT (qWp) ( 3) dfd % ddd, ( 4) NTUT duff, ( 5) ?tVt ( 6 ) 

STUT % duff, TUPTCf % dim % dTdff % fdTfSPT % tffWdT ^ FT 

Sf PTrddT ddT n, did Tdd irfd'pddT if, fdTdfufdd, dU STPf ddfSTd dTTfff %, ddf^:- 

ddd trfy dddT if, 1 iNd (fw 15 5 fR dfTRryt uPpU % cpUJT^ fdTd- 
fdftrd dur : wfdd four dTd'dT, ddfci; : — 

“ 1 6. ddffro, frer urrsrrdK if dw f%r|d %?ff, fd^rmu, ddd 

[f» 60(26)/pdd <fto<*tfo/67] 

S.O. 2214. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 7 of the Export 
(Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government 
hereby recognises (1) N.C. Corporation Private Ltd., Stadium House, 3rd floor, 
Veer Nariman Road, Bombay-1; (ii) Ferrado Laboratories, Gan jam Street, Kakinada 
(A.P.); and (iii) Eskaps (India) Private Limited, 30, Chowringhee Road, Calcutta-16 
as the agencies for the Inspection of minerals and Ores — Group I, specified in 
Schedule II annexed to the notification of the Government of India in the late Minis- 
try of Commerce No. S.O. 3152, dated the 30th September, 1065 and directs that 
the following further amendment shall be made in the said notification, namely: — 
In the said notification, in Schedule I, after Serial No. 12, the following shall 
be Inserted, namely: — 

"13. N.C. Corporation Private Ltd., Stadium House, 3rd floor, Veer Nariman 
Road, Bombay-1. 

14. Ferrado Laboratories, Ganjam Street, Kakinada, (A.P.). 

15. Eskaps (India) Private Limited, 30, Chowringhee Road, Calcutta-16.” 

[No. 60(144) /Exp.Insp/66.}' 

SRIo wio 2214. — ffwfa f^T^r jfh: wfaftw, 1963 (1963 

qff 22) qff STRT 7 SECT HVTT ST^PIT JFT SPfK 
(i) Pff 0 #0 :rr$te firft&r, jffavr 

dfrfur ptr; ijqf-i, (ii) ■fort Wfam (m<> *o) 

?rk (iii) (^fw) tnfqz 30, tte, Wfurr ie qft 

«rrur ttuftt % vjwjt’ TOraq 1 qrt *r° qno *rr<> 3152 prfta 
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30 f"KTFif< 196 5 R H'lW ^TTg^ft 1 1 it fRfflfR? gffpsfl SKeW-lTT 1 % RKRTM 

°f* fwtr % Kq- if +Tb£f<Tr Tcff I sfa fWM ^rft 1 1% HW STfa^Tdl it qfa wm f^rwr- 

fsrfer liftoff fwT snw, ?r«rf^ :— 

^ci *rf*^rr it i, it, *k <r©fr 1 2 R rwt fawfafao' srwwTfwr fwr r 
wc^rr, sr-rfF : 

"13 rp- sffo spTTt^FT STT/W MvdR, KHHT, cfRrfr tH^T, 

R&flM tfc, jjsT^- 1 . 

1 4_ TT^Tf RTfe^IT, jfSTIT, Wi?RTT3T («TfCT WM) 

is. inf*'?; (ifwr) wts 30, ^Tjfr wir, wrwrr-ics,, 


[ito 60 ( 144 )/^TTo fE^o- 66 ] 

S.O. 2215.. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 7 of the Export 
(Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby recognises (1) N.C, Corporation Private Lt., Stadium House, 3rd floor, 
Veer Nariman Road, Bombay-1; (ii) Export Inspection Agency-Bombay, 11/21, 
Mathew Road, Bombay-4; (iii) Export Inspection Agency-Calcutta, 14/ IB, Ezra 
Street, 10th floor, Calcutta-1; (iv) Export Inspection Agency, Cochin, Monohar 
Building, Mahatma Gandhi Road, Ernakulam, Cochin-11; (v) Export Inspection 
Agency-Delhi, 6B/9, Northern Extension Area, Rajinder Nagar, New Delhi-5; and 
(vi) Export Inspection Agency-Madras, 123, Mount Road, Madras-6 as the agencies 
for the inspection of the minerals and ores — Group II, specified in Schedule II an- 
nexed to the notification of the Government of India in the late Ministry of Com- 
merce No. S.O. 3150, dated the 30th September, 1965 and directs that the following 
further amendment shall be made In the said notification, namely: — 

In the said notification, in Schedule I, after Serial No. 12, and the entry relat- 
ing thereto, the following shall be Inserted, namely: — 

"13. N.C. Corporation Private Ltd.. Stadium House, 3rd floor, Veer Nariman 
Hoad, Bomb ay- 1. 

14. Export Inspection Agency-Bombay, 11/21, Mathew Road, Bombay-4. 

15. Export Inspection Agency-Calcutta, 14/1-B, Ezra Street, 10th floor 

Calcutta-1. 

16. Export Inspection Agency-Cochin, Manohar Building. Mahatma Gandhi 

Road, Ernakulam, Cochin-11. 

17. Export Inspection Agency-Delhi, 6B/9, Northern Extension Area, 

Rajinder Nagar, New Delhi-5. 

18. Export Inspection Agency-Madras, 123, Mount Road, Madras-6”. 

[No. 60(144)Exp.Insp/66.J 
M. K. B. BHATNAGAR, 

Dy. Director 
^Export Promotion) 

Wo w o 2 2 1 5 fcfffcr Of «r' fwprwVr fRftorr ) srfsrfRw, 1963 ( 1963 w 22) 

qft RRT 7 1PT T'ET srfoEfr W tffRl W?f E77frrr (1) tT-To 

#0 tmftwr gr^r, fRrff Rftm fk fk, iprf 

1 ; ( 2 ) frofa faitow 11/21 ^- 4 , ( 3 ) fwrfa fRfftsrr 

, wrwrr, 14/1 fr, wju SEff Rfwr , wtwtt- 1 ,( 4 ) fRqfe 
VtfRT fsrfRfW, RKW ETrV rnnrr^TT, qfHRr-i i; ( 5 ) 
ftTfa fRfteTTtffawcW, 6 Sft/ 9' , TTW! WTT, fir5?fr-5, 

Rk ( 6) fRilk fRfm srfaWM, RSTW, 123 ftT, RTTE-6 VTTOT 
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ETapK % qlforjq' if 3TW SffaWTr R o ipT o SR o 3 1 5 0 TTfNT 3 0 1965 

wto 1 1 ?f fafafo? *?fWf stk srmTFFt % fT^tsnr % foq srfVr+'Gr % 
if OTFror &ft | sffc Ml t far wr suer^TOr if tffa wrtf fw^rf^'Pa'T tfaffaR 
fw t-mror tr-rfa : — 

wr *rfir$w if, si'j^fai if 1 if , ^ wr 12 sffa TOffroft srf^sj 

% tirtt fr^rfaffar spd:r>Trfa'T fanrr ^rq^rr, swfa : — 

13 q-r 0 ?fVo frrrTOTH farmrj?, ^fwr d>Rf TfaTH, «ft*: 

6TfT^'T tfZ, tjiff-1 

14i fa^TT 11/21 ^-4 

15 fa<rtr fa^ir sT^ppm — w^fir, 14/1 wt, qw 

*rfaw, ^t^t^tTtt- 1 

16 fM% fcffertr wfiT^r'ir-’ffKt^ faforsfr , TOft 

fte, qw$HR, 5frof?r-i 1 

17 fMfa fafatfR trfawr-fc^, 6^/9, rrrro qw?^ qfaqr, ,.fror 

w *rf fMefir - 5 

18 ffiNTd fa-ffaTN -Trsm^ 123, PTOT Tfa, KSW-6 

[(fa 60( 144)qwrt° t*f°] 
qj(o %o afro ^TOTR, 

wftSirc, fMfa (fadfa 1 


MINISTRY OF LABOUR, EMPLOYMENT AND REHABILITATION 
(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 18 th Mai / 1970 

S.O. 2216. — Whereas an industrial dispute exists between the management 
of Ranipur Colliery of Messrs Equitable Coal Company, Limited. Post Office Sal- 
tore, District Purulia (hereinafter referred to as the said employers) and their 
workmen represented by the Colliery Mazdoor Congress (Hind Mazdoor Sabha), 
Bengal Hotel, Asansol (hereinafter referred to as the union); 

And whereas the said employers and the union have by a written agreement 
in pursuance of the provision of sub-section (1) of Section 10A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), agreed to refer the said dispute to arbitration of 
the person specified therein, and a copy of the said agreement has been forwarded 
to the Central Government; 

Now. therefore, in pursuance of the provisions of Sub-Section (3) of Section 
10A of the Industrial Disputes Act 1947, (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the said arbitration agreement, which was received by it on 
the 30th April, 1970. 
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FORM ‘C’ 

Agreement 

[Under Section 10A of the I D. Act, 1947.] 


Name of Parties. 

Representing employers .— Shri B. E. Banerjee, Labour Officer, M/s. Equit- 
able Coal Co. Ltd., P.O, Dishergarh, Byrdwan. 

Representing employees . — Shri Jayanta Podder, Joint Secretary, Colliery 
Mazdoor Congress (HMS), Bengal Hotel* Asansol. 

It is hereby agreed between the parties to refer the following industrial dis- 
pute to the arbitration of Shri R, B, Majumdar, Asst. Labour Commissioner(C), 
Asansol-II, 

(i) Specific matters in dispute. 

“Keeping in view the recommendations of the Central Wage Board as ac- 
cepted by the Government of India in their resolution dated 21st July, 
1907 and also the nature of duties performed bv the workmen con- 
cerned, whether the management of Ranipur Colliery of M/s. Equit- 
able Coal Co. Ltd,. P.O. Saltore, Dist, Purulia have correctly and 
properly designated the workmen named below and have correctly 
and properly placed in the grade/category? If not, to what relief 
are the workmen concerned entitled and from what date?” 


Name 

Designation 


L Shri Bhola Roy 

Machine Driver 


2. Shri Sudarshan Roy 

-do- 


3. Shri Sital 

Machine Mazdoor 


4, Shri Meghu 

Barricade Mazdoor 


5. Shri Madan Mahato 

Electric Helper 


6. Shri Dharani Ghosal 

Tub Checker 


7. Shri Narayan Mondal 

Store Issue Clerk 


8, Shri Uma Pada Dey. 

Fitter Helper. 



(ii] Details of the parties to the dispute including the name & address of 

the establishment or undertaking involved Employers in relation to 

Ranipur Colliery of M/s. Equitable Coal Co. Ltd., P.O. Saltore, Dist. 

Purulia. 

Vs. 

Colliery Mazdoor Congress (HMS), Bengal Hotel, Asansol. 

(iii) Name of the union, if any, representing the workmen in question, 

Colliery Mazdoor Congress (HMS), Asansol. 

Civ) Total No. of workmen employed in the undertaking affected : 2092 

(v) Estimated No. of workmen affected or likely to be affected by the dis- 
pute : 8 (eight) 

We further agree that the decision of the arbitrator shall be final and binding 
on us. 

The arbitrator shall make his award within a period of six months or within 
such further time as is extended by mutual agreement between us in writing. 
In case the award is not made within the period aforementioned, the reference to 
arbitration shall stand automatically cancelled and we shall be free to negotiate 
for fresh arbitration. 


Signature of the Parties, 

Representing employers, B. P. Banerjee, 
Representing employees, Jayanta Podder, 

13-4-70. 

Witnesses ;■ — 

1. Sd./ Illegible,— 13-4-70. 

2. Sd./ Illegible,— 13-4-70. 
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Dated 13, 4. 1970. 

I hereby agree to act as an Arbitrator in the dispute. 

Sd./ E. B. Mazumhar, 
Asst. Labour Commissioner (C), Asansol. 

[No. 8/74/70-IR.I1]. 


«rg, wk grata gvrag 
(*nr wk fbr'TK fagm) 

gCftmT, 18 g$, 1970 

VI O WTfo 2216. — JET: 4 ETf tfwitag Via fMY fofatg 3TWR gWk 

fam vt TEftqr vlftarTO gww?r (tag qwE[ gw fgatav g^T 

wt |) *fk gg% wforkr, Itrw vtftarkV *m^c gg^r the) 

(ftar^ggw v qrwr^ggg^riTgTt) %sfta t^gkrtfwr 

fwrr fawa I; 

ak w: wr (vftftav *fk g«r 4 gkfrfw fwr? gfaf-rgg, 1947 ( 1947 w 14) 
gft am 10-v «Pt gram ( i ) % gwtair % rpjrmr 4 gw fwr? vt qv fafsr r wtt 
srt gg 4 fafgfc*g sgfwvt gTegwg $r fta? Mftirr vta w vtr wc fam | gk gw 
wot «tfV trfg %gfta wk *tT g sftgft; 

w: wr, sftatfwr fwp? gfafggg, 1947 (1947W 14) Warn 10-v # 
gwm ( 3) % gwaf % warn 4 %gfk trvtt gw etktftr vtkvt, gr g?r 30 wta, 
1970 vt fwn ar, ^asam trwfw w 4 > | 1. 

WFT IT 
W7T 

(wkftfgv fwrc gfafggg, 1947^ am io-v% attar) 

awwrf v aiEj 

fw taw m afgfgfa.' : «ft sfto ko awff, 
srg srfawfy, 

4grf ^fwwg vta v ° fgfgJy, 

wfwfwf w afgfgfa ; «ft arw at^c, gtjw gftar, 

vttaakV w^. viita wstjx aw) ggrg ^Rg, 

wgggfcr 1 
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wn< % txt TT^ara fnrfTPaT aftartfan an n ttto tto ttfttt, 
TSTTP TT TfTTT (Tt) , WHTTTtTTl % TTTWWiT % frtT fpffsTT arm ipr TTR fan TTT 
: — 

(i) fafafan fTTIT-TTT faTT 

"an kata mart t>t nr f^mrfTnf nr, fm nr 3 t ^tkt mm am 
ttt Tim nifter 21-7-67 ii afarim aftai ark T-afaT 
nnntr am aft af aaf?n aft nj.fr aft ena if mft 57 ant sfakna 
aftr af° fairer, wi mik, l^mrr pfam aft arffp; afrfwft 

ar TTTTTT a TT anfaiTT TT f3R% TFT TfT fcT an £ ?ftT rk ft 

srk afar na if nrrfrnr fan | ark £tn rk ft ark rfrr nr if 
tTJft/TTT if nsrr t, Tfe TTt Tt, TTfcfT TPTK fan aFjTtT % afk fan 
ctkfar it p^r | ?” 


TFT 

anfanjrr 

1. ‘‘ft '8t'TPTT 

raftr TFm 

2 . ” T,Tafr TFT 

-nftar- 

3. ” TftTT 

TWftTTT^T 

4- H 

TTTTtT 

5 . „ Tar Tpft 

frara man a 

6 . „ TFatTtnar 

Ttmr ttf 

7 . „ TranaTfma 

anr fnfr farfan 

8. „ mars 

famrmnr 


(ii) frnr % mm nr arkr, farm nrtfTT Farm n mw ar nark 
an *ft Tfkrfnr | 1 
ifnf Tfaafna affar aMt, kirk, 


nana T?ak fan jnfam aft TFffjr; aftfamff it paa fiakn 

TTFT 

avtfrnft tt^t: anir (%r tt^t, ttt) , nrrar ^ftm, ammft^r 1 

(iii ) tt ar nr, afa aftf Tarar akakf ar TfTfrfsRT amrr 5't 1 
aftfnrrfr an^r arnk (fpr na^u an), mark 1 

-(iv) Tnfnr mw if fraWr arrant aft far Tim 
2082 

{v) famr am imfra n markr: TnfrT ft% n% akakf aft njnfaT 
Tf«n 

8(arre) 


^ra^amTrkamt | fn ttttt ar fTfaarr rfnr ^ ^ n nrsan; ?taT 1 







2874 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JUNE 27, 1970/ASADHA 6, 1892 


[Part II — 


^ dfiNTfifsi % ferr *7T feY wH W % feTT 3ft 
ffe: sfYd TRTqfUE fe%^ JFUT 5T»T *P?EIT ^TET, I Jlf? *$$ dfef 'FnNErfif % fefT 

Yet? Eiff fen Ffr etjntw v fer faf»r fee ?T ErrtTrrT sfti ?m re rtwew % 
fen srfefe ^7% TTf ^PT5T ZFt i 

W„1'Tf ff flcTW 

ffefeft RT nferfafa gvjxfto fla 5)4-41 
RfejTfarf tr 5rfe¥tr 5 ° /seer YT^t 

wwt 

1. ?®/- 

cirfer 13-4-70 

2. ?o/- 

aife? 1 3-4-70. 

[no 3/74/70-nno 'HUro II} 
0 nYo fen, sett nfer t 


ORDERS 

New; Delhi, the 29th Map 1970 

S.O. 2217. — Whereas the Central Government la of opinion that an Industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the management of Bankola 
Colliery, Post Office Ukhra, District Burdwan and their workmen in respect of 
the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section 
(1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1047), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, constituted under section 7A of the 
said Act, 

Schedule 

“Whether the action of the management of Bankola Colliery, Post Office 
Ukhra, District Burdwan in dismissing Shri Dinanath Iiarijan, loader 
with effect from the 23rd February, 1970 was justified? If not, to 
what relief is he entitled?” 

I No. 6/18/70- LRII.] 


New Delhi, the 1st June 1970 

S.O. 2218. — Whereas the Central Government Is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to Messrs D. D. Chakraborty and 
Brothers, Contractors, Smithy Shop in Neamatpur Workshop of Messrs Equitable 
Coal Company Limited, Post Office Sitaramppr, District Burdwan and their work- 
men in respect of the matters specified in the Scheduled hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers It desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub- 
section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Dispute Act., 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, constituted under section 7A of the said. 

Act. 
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Schedule 

“Whether Messrs, D. D. Chakraborty and Brothers, Contractors, Smithy 
Shop in Neamatpur Workshop of Messrs Equitable Coal Company, 
Limited, Post Office Sitarampur, Distirct Burdhwran are justified in not 
granting of annual increments due on the 15th August 19G8 and on 
the 15th August 1969, and the payment of dearness allowance in 
accordance with the recommendations of the Central Wage Board 
for Coal Mining Industry as accepted by the Government of India 
in their resolution No. WB.10(5)/G6, dated the 21st July 1967. If 
not, to what relief are the workmen entitled and from what date?” 

[No. e/16/70-LRJI] 


S.O. 2219. — Whereas, the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the Singarcni Collieries 
Company Limited, Post Office Kothagudem Collieries (Andhra Pradesh' and their 
workmen in respect of the matters specified in the Scheduled hereto annexed; 

And whereas, the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred bv section 7 A and clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (H of 
1947), the Central Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal With 
Sri Mohammad Najmuddin, as Presiding Officer with Headquarters at Afzal 
Lodge Tilak Road, Ramkote, Hyderabad — 1, and refers the said dispute for 
adjudication to the said Industrial Tribunal. 

Schedule 

“Having regal'd to the actual duties performed bv Sri Kandi Mailiuh as a 
Turner in Venkateshkhani of Rudrampur workshop since several 
years, how far is the management of Singartni Collieries Company 
Limited, Kothagudam justified in treating him as Mason and Roller 
Mazdoor and paying him Mazdoor Wages (Old Category III). H 
not. to what relief is the workman entitled and from what date( 

[No. 7/17/09-LR. II]. 

P. C. MISRA, Dy. Secy. 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 16 Ih June 1970 

S.O. 2220. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
<14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, (No. 3) Dhanbad, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the management of Ena Colliery, 
Post Office Dhansar, District Dhanbad and their workmen, which was received 
by the Central Government on the 10th June, 1970. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 3) 

AT DHANBAD 

Reference No. 83 of 1969 


Present ; 

Shri Sachidanand Sinha, M.A.M.L -, — Presiding Officer. 


Parties ; 

Employers In relation to the Ena Colliery 

Vs- 


Their workmen. 


Appearances : 

For enrployers — Shri, M. R. Mukherjee, Manager. 

For workmen — Shri H. N. Singh, Vice President, Koyala Mazdoor Panchayat. 
Industry : Coal. State ; Bihar. 
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Dhanbad, dated t he 3rd of June, 1970 
AWARD 

1. The Central Government, being of opinion that an industrial dispute exists 
between the employers in relation to the management of Ena Colliery, Post Office- 
Dhansar, District Dhanbad and their workmen, by its order No. 2/1.32/ 69-LR1I 
dated the 4th of November, 1969 referred to this Tribunal under section 10(l)(d) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 for adjudication the dispute in respect of the 
matters specified in the schedule annexed thereto. The Schedule is extracted be- 
low: — 

Schedule 

"Whether the management of Ena Colliery is justified in suspending their 
workman Shri Munshi Prasad, underground Trammer from the 19th: 
November, 1968 to the 29th November, 1968? If not, to what relief is. 
the workman entitled?” 

2. The written statement on behalf of the Union was filed on the 9th of February, 
1970 and the management filed their written statement on the 6 th of December, 
1969. But] it Is unnecessary to state the respective cases of the parties because 
the matter has been settled amicably. Memorandum of compromise which has 
been verified by srl H. N. Singh, Vice President, Koyala Mazdoor Panchayat on be- 
half of the workmen and by Sri M. R. Mukherjee, Manager, Ena Colliery on behalf 
of the management was filed before this Tribunal on the 1st June, 1970 by Srl 
R. N. Ganguly, Administrative Officer of Ena Colliery. 

3. The terms of compromise are mentioned below: — 

“1- The management has agreed without prejudice to the disciplinary action 
taken against the concerned workman, to pay Rs. 75,00 (Rupees 
Seventy five) only, to Sri Munshi Prasad, the concerned workman as 
ex -gratia payment for the period of suspension without creating a 
precedent. 

2. It is agreed that the above ex-gratia payment will be made within one 

month from the date of the agreement. 

3. That the above terms finally settle the dispute of the present reference.” 

4. The above terms of compromise are fair, and reasonable and are accepted. 
Accordingly I pass an award In terms of the joint petition of compromise, a copy 
of which Is annexed with the award. 

5. The award may now he submitted to the Central Government under section 
15 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 , 

Eric!. : Annexure. 

Rpd. 3rd/ 


(Sd.) Sachtdanand Sinha, 

Presiding Officer. 


BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 

TRIBUNAL NO. 3, DHANBAD 

Reference No. 83 of 1969 


Employers in relation to Ena Colliery 

And 


Their Workmen. 


That without prejudice to the respective contentions of the parties contained 
in their written statements, the parties above named have amicably settled the 
above reference on the following terms in the interest of industrial peace and 
good relations, 

Terms : — 

(1) The management has agreed without prejudice to the disciplinary action 

taken against the concerned workman, to pay Rs. 75-00 (Rupees Seventy 
five) only to Sri Munshi Prasad, the concerned workman as ex-gratict 
payment for the period of suspension without creating a precedent. 

(2) It is agreed that the above a ex-gratia payment will be made within one 

month from the date of the agreement. 

(3) That the aobve terms finally settle the dispute of the present reference. 
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It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the settlement may be accepted and award 
passed in terms thereof. 

For the Workmen. For the Employers. 

H. N- Singh, M. R. Mukherjee, 

Manager, 

Ena Colliery. 

Vice President 

Koyala Mazdoor Panchayat. 

Witnesses : — 

1. Illegible. 

2- Illegible, 

For the Employers. 

[No. 2/132/09-LR. II.] 


New Delhi, the 20 th June 1970 

S.O. 2221. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 
of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, (No. 3) Dhanbad, in the industrial dispute 
between tho employers in relation to the management of Ena Colliery of Messrs 
North West Coal Company Limited, Post Office Dhansar, Dhanbad and their work- 
men, which was received by the Central Government on the 10th June, 1970. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 3) 

AT DHANBAD 

Reference No. 52 of 1969 


Present : 

Shri Sachidanand Sinha, M.A., M.L., Presiding Officer, 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the Ena Colliery. 

Vs. 

Their workmen. 

Appearances : 

For workmen — Shri H'. N. Singh, Vice President, Koyala Mazdoor Panchayat. 
For employers — Shri M. R, Mukherjee, Manager. 

Industry: Coal. State: Bihar. 


Dhanbad, the 2nd June, 1970 
AWARD 

1. The Central Government, being of opinion that an industrial dispute exists 
between the employers In relation to the Ena Colliery of Messrs North West Coal 
Company Limited, Post Office Dhansar, District Dhanbad and their workmen, by 
its order No. 2/249/68-LRII dated the 11th of August. ~1909 referred to this Tribu- 
nal under section 10(1) (d) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 for adjudication the 
dispute in respect of the matters specified In the schedule annexed thereto. The 
Schedule Is extracted below :■ — 

Schedule 

“Whether the action of the management of Ena Colliery of Messrs North 
West Coal Company Limited, Post Office Dhansar, District Dhanbad, 
in suspending the workmen Shri Ramnath Gope, Surface ^rammer, 
with effect from the 7th September, 1968 to 18th September, 1908, is 
justified? If not, to what relief the workman is entitled to?” 

2. Sri H. N. Singh, Vice President, Koyala Mazdoor Panchayat filed the written 
statement on behalf of the workmen on 27th August, 1969 and the employers filed 
their written statement on 16th September, 1989- But I do not consider necessary 
to discuss the respective stands of the parties because the matter has been settled 
amicably. Memorandum of settlement which has been verified by Sri H, N. Singh, 
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Vice President. Koyala Mazdoor Panchayat for and on behalf of the workmen and 
by Sri M. R, Mukherjee, Manager of Ena Colliery for and on behalf of the employers 
was filed before thts Tribunal by Shri JR. N. Ganguly, Administrative Officer of 
Ena Colliery on the 1st of June, 1970- The terms of compromise are mentioned 
below : — 

“1. The management has agreed without prejudice to the disciplinary action 
taken against the concerned workman, to pay Rs. 67.00 (Rupees sixty- 
seven) only, to Sri Ramnath Qope, the concerned workmen as ex- 
gratia payment for the period of suspension without creating a pre- 
cedent. 

2. It is agreed that the ahove-ex-gratia payment will be made within one 
month from the date of the agreement. 

3. That the above terms finally settle the dispute of the present reference." 

3. The above terms of compromise are fair and reasonable and are accepted. 
Accordingly I pass an award In terms of the Joint petition of compromise, a copy of 
which is annexed with the award, 


4. This may be submitted to the Central Government under section 15 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Enel. ; Annexure. 

(Sd.) Sachidanand Sixha, 

Presiding Officer, 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 

TRIBUNAL NO. 3, DHANBAD 

Reference No. 52 of 1909 


Employers in relation to Ena Colliery. 

And 


Their Workmen. 


That without prejudice to the respective contentions of the parties contained In 
their written statements, the parties above named have amicably settled the above 
reference on the following terms in the interest of industrial peace and good rela- 
tions. 

Terms ; — 


(i) The management has agreed without prejudice to the disciplinary action 
takeh against the concerned workman, to pay Rs. 07.00 (Rupees sixty- 
seven) only, to Sri Ramnath Gope, the concerned workman as ex- 
gratia payment for th^ period of suspension without creating a prece- 
dent. 


It Is agreed that the above ex~gratia payment will be made within one month 
from the date of the agreement, 

(3) That the above terms finally settle the dispute of the present reference. 

It Is, therefore, humbly prayed that the settlement may be accepted and award 
passed In terms thereof. 

For the Workmen For the Employers 

Witnesses :■ — 

(Sd.) Illegible,— 30-5-70 (Sd.) Illegible, 30-5-70 

Vice President, Manager, 

K.M-P- Ena Colliery. 

1, (Sd.) Illegible, 

2, (Sd.) Illegible. 

[No, 2/249/68-LR.II.] 

S.O. 2222. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
()4 of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, (No. 3) Dhanbad, In the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the management of Ena Colliery, Post 
Office Dhansar, District Dhanbad and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on the 10th June, 1970. 
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CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 3) AT DHANBAD. 

Reference No. 30 of 1969 


Present : 

Shri Sachidanand Sinha, M.A., M.L., Presiding Officer. 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the management of Ena Colliery. 

And 

Their workmen. 

Appearances: 

For employers . — Shri S. K. Bhattacharjee, Agent. 

For workmen — Shri S. Dasgupta. Secretary. Colliery Mazdoor Sangh. 

And 

Shri H. N. Singh, Vice President, Koyala Mazdoor Panchayat. 
Industry : Coal. State : Bihar. 


Dhanbad, the 1st June 1970 
AWARD 

1. The Central Government, hetng of opinion that an industrial dispute exists 
between the employers in relation to the management of Ena Colliery, Post Office 
Dhansar, District Dhanbad and their workmen, In respect to the matters specified 
in the Schedule annexed thereto, under powers conferred by clause (d) of sub- 
section ( 1 ) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) referred 
the said dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication vide order No. 2/258/63-LRII 
dated the 30th April, 1969. 

2. Schedule to the reference Is reproduced below: — 

Schedule 

“Whether the management of Ena Colliery, Post Office Dhansar, District 
Dhanbad, was justified in stopping the payment of extra-half day 
wages with effect from the 15th August, 1967 to their workers for 
working on Sundays on essential maintenance job ? If not, to what 
relief are the workmen entitled 7” 

3. Secretary Colliery Mazdoor Sangh, Dhanbad representing the workmen, was 
originally made a party to the dispute In the order of reference. However, on 
representation by certain number of workers Vice President Koyala Mazdoor 
Panchayat was also added as a party to the dispute on the 6 th September. 1969, 
for and on behalf of the workmen. 

4. Employers filed their written statement on the 29th May, 1969- Written 
statements on behalf of the Colliery Mazdoor Sangh and Koyala Mazdoor Panchayat 
both representing the workmen, were filed on 10th June, 1969 and Uth September, 
1969 respectively. 

5. I do not consider It necessary to discuss the respective stand of either party 
as the matter has been settled amicably. Memorandum of settlement which has 
been verified by Shri S. K. Bhattacharjee, Agent of Ena Colliery for and on behalf 
of the employers and by S/Shri S. Dasgupta, Secretary Colliery Mazdoor Sangh 
and H. N. Singh, Vice President Koyala Mazdoor Panchayat both for and on behalf 
of the workmen was filed before this Tribunal on the 1st of June, 1970 by Shri 
R. N. Ganguly, Administrative Officer of Ena Colliery. 

6 . The terms of compromise are appended below:— 

“1. It is agreed that the payment of extra* half day’s wages to those workmen 
who are called upon to work on Sundays on essential maintenance 
jobs shall be restored and uetual payment shall start for Sunday work 
falling on 17th May, 1970. 

2. That with regard to the claim of the workmen for arrear dues, it is 
agreed that the workmen as specified in para 1 , who had worked on 
Sundays after 15th August, 1967 to 10 th May, 1970 on essential 
maintenance jobs shall be paid 30 per cent, of the total arrear 
calculated art the rate of half day’s wages as mentioned In para 1 
above. 
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3. It is agreed that the arrear payment shall be made by the end of 

September, 1970. 

4. That the above terms finally settle the dispute of the present reference.” 

5. The aforesaid terms of compromise being fair and reasonable, are 

accepted and I pass my award In terms of the joint petition of com- 
promise a copy of which is annexed. This may be submitted to the 
Central Government under section 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947. 

(Sd-) Sachidanand Sinha, 

Presiding Officer. 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 

TRIBUNAL NO. 3, DHANBAD. 

Reference No. 30 op 1969 
Employers In relation to Ena Colliery 

And 


Their workmen. 

That without prejudice to the respective contentions of the parties contained 
In their written statement, the parties above-named have amicably settled the 
above reference on the following terms: — 

Terms 

(1) It Is agreed that the payment of extra half day's wages to those 

workmen who are called upon to work on Sundays on essential 
maintenance jobs shall be restored and actual payment shall start 
for Sunday work falling on 17th May, 1970- 

(2) That with regard to the claim of the workmen for arrear dues, it is agreed 

that the workmen ats specified In para 1, who had worked on Sundays 
after 15th August, 1967 to 10th May, 1970 on essential maintenance 
jobs shall he paid 30 per cent, of the total arrear calculated at the 
rate of half day’s wages as mentioned in para 1 above. 

(3) It Is agreed that the arrear payment shall he made by the end of 

September, 1970. 

(4) That the above terms finally settle the dispute of the present reference. 

It Is,, therefore humbly prayed that this settlement may be accepted and award 
passed in terms thereof. 

For the workmen : — For the employers: — 

S. DASGUPTA, S. K. Bn.ATTACHAR.lEE. 

21-5-70 Agent 

Secretary, C.M.S. Ena Colliery 


H. N. Singh, 


21-5-70. 


30-5-70. 

Vice President, K.M.P. 


Witnesses: — 

1. Illegible. 

2. Illegible. 
Dated 21-5-70. 


[No. 2/258/68-LR.II.] 


New Delhi , the 22nd June 1970 

S.O. 2223 In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 

(14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur, In the industrial dispute 
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between the employers in relation to the management of Burhar Amlai Collieries, 
Post Office Dhanpuri, Burhar, District Shahdol (Madhya Pradesh) and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government on the 10th June, 
1970. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL CUM LABOUR COURT, 

JABALPUR. 

Dated the 23rd May 1970 

Present : 

Shri G. C. Agarwala, Presiding Officer. 

Ref. Case No. CGIT/LC(R)(20) of 1960 (Jajjalpur Tribunal) 

Ref. Case No. 11 of 1966 (Bombay Tribunal). 

Parties : 

The Agent, 

Burhar Amlai Collieries, 

P.O. Dhanpuri, Burhar, 

Distt.- Shahdol (M.P.). 

Versus 

The General Secretary, 

Burhar Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, 

P.O. Dhanpuri, Distt.-Shahdol (M.P.) 

Appearances : 

For the Employers — Shri B. S- Sekhon, Personnel Officer. 

For the Union — Shri Laxmi Chand Gupta, General Secretary, Burhar Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha. 

Industry: Coal Mines. District ; Shahdol (M.P.) 

AWARD 

By Government Notification No. 5/1/G5-LRII dated 19th March, 1966 the 
following matter of dispute was referred to Bombay Central Government Industrial, 
Tribunal. The case was subsequently transferred to this Tribunal by Government 
Notification No. 8/141/06-LRII dated 17lh September, 1966, for adjudication: — 

Matter of Dispute. 

Whether the dismissal of the following workmen with effect from Gth June, 
1964 was justified and if not to what relief are they entitled? 

1 . Shri Laxmi Chand Gupta. 

2 . Shri Sunney Edward. 

3 . Shri Kabool Singh S/o Arnar Singh C.R.O, Miner Amlai Colliery. 

4 . Shri Jhillo S/o Biswanath C.R.O. Miner Amlai Colliery. 

5 . Shri Ram Chandar S /oPuranwas iC.R.O. Miner Amlai Colliery. 

6 . Shri Baboo Lai S/o Kedar C.R.O. Miner Amlai Colliery. 

7 . ShriRamkrect S/o Lachhan C.R.O. Burhar No. 2 . 

8 . Shri Ramlautan S/o Kanhai C.R.O. Burhar No. 2 . 

9 . Shri Jabahir S/o Parbhu C.R.O. Burhar No. 2 . 

10 . Shri Rambaran S/o Bikan C.R.O. Burhar No. 1 . 

11. Shri Sita Ram S/o Mithu Das C.R.O. Buhrar No, 1 . 

12 . ShriMotiLalS/oRamLagan C.R.O. Burhar No. 1 . 

13 . Shri Jawahar Lai S/o Jagannath C.R.O. Burhar No. 1 , 

14 . ShriDurga S/o Sadaloo Das C.R.O. Burhar No. 1 . 

15 . Shri Somai S/o Gulley C.R.O. Burhar No. 1 . 

16 . ShriRamnath S/oRamdeen C.R.O. Burhar No. 2 . 

17 . ShriChanderdeo S/oRamaaran Siding Guard Amlai Colliery. 

After reference was made and before hearing could be rendered on merits, 
the employers filed a writ pertition in the Hon’ble High Court with the result. 
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that the proceedings remained stayed from November, I960 to April, 1969. After 
the writ was dismissed, the employers filed a special appeal before the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court and from May, 1969 onwards, the stay was continued by an order 
of the Hon’ble Supreme Court. In January, 1970 the employers intimated that 
they had entered into a compromise of the dispute which concerns dismissal of 
16 workmen and was sponsored by Burhar Colliery Mazdoor Sabha. The com- 
promise petition was filed with an application by the employers on 30th January, 
1970 tearing signatures of union office bearers and some of the workmen con- 
cerned intimating that the compromise should tap accepted and an award be re- 
corded in terms thereof. Since, however, there was stay order of the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court in operation, the employers were directed to apply before the 
Hon’ble Supreme Court and to have the stay order vacated. The employers have 
now filed a certified copy of the Supreme Court’s order dated March 15, 1970 
which runs as follows: — 

The parties are agreed that the appeal be disposed of in terms of compro- 
mise. Order in terms of compromise subject to the modification in 
the consent terms that the amount of compensation shall be paid 
within a fortnight from this date. 

The employers representatives was directed to file a copy ot the original peti- 
tion and also the copy of the compromise petition which may have been filed 
before the Hon'ble Court. This has been done now on an affidavit. It appears 
that a copy of the compromise petition dated 26th January, 1970 which was 
originally filed before this tribunal, was filed before the Ilon’ble Supreme Court. 
The Hon'ble Court accepted the said compromise with the modification that com- 
pensation in terms of the compromise be paid within a fortnight. Shri B. S. 
Sekhon Personnel Officer of the employers has filed an affidavit stating that 
compensation to Shri Laxmi Chand Gupta amounting to Ils. 11000/- have been 
paid. This was admitted by Shri Gupta who was present at the time of hearing 
on this date. Another workman Shri Sunney Edward has also (been paid Rs. 
7000/- as agreed upon in compromise for which relevant proof was produced. 
For the remaining 16 C.R.O. workers and in respect of whom the amount of 
compensation is stated in Annexure ‘A’ to the compromise petition, Shri Sekhon 
has sworn in the affidavit that payment was made to six personally and was 
remitted to remaining ten. Out of these ten, seven received the money orders 
and M.O's, of three were received back. He further stated that out of these three, 
one has subsequently accepted payment and the amount payable to the remaining 
two S/Shri Ramlal ancJJDurga Prasad shall be paid to them as and when demand- 
ed. After the compromise has been accepted by the Hon’ble Supreme Court it is 
not possible for this Court to examine its terms as to the justifiability and reason- 
ableness of the terms. Shri Laxmi Chand Gupta, however, applied that apart 
from termination of services of the workmen concerned there were other items 
of claim which are still due against the employers and the matter is pending in 
conciliation. This tribunal is not concerned with, that question. 

It is therefore ordered an award in terms of compromise petition dated 2Gth 
January, 1970 as modified by the Hon’ble Supreme Court’s order dated 9th March, 
1970 be and is hereby recorded. A compromise petition dated 26th January, 
1970 together with the Hon'ble Supreme Court’s order dated 9th March, 1970 
shall form part of the award. 

G. C- Agarwat.a, Presiding Officer. 


Annexure 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL, GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL, TRIBUNAL CUM - 
LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR 

Ref. No. CIT/IC-20/1D66 


Parties : 

Workmen represented by Burhar Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, P.O. Dhanpurl, 
District Shahdol, M.P. 

Versus 

Employers in relation to Burhar and Amlai Collieries of M/s, Rewa Coal- 
fields Limited, P.O, Dhanpuri, District Shahdol, M.P. 

Both the above mentioned parties jointly submit as undec: — ■ 

1 , That the dispute covered by above reference of the Honourable Court relates 
to dismissal of Sarwsshree Luxmichand Gupta, Sunney Edward and 10 C.R.O, 
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workers, who were dismissed by the management in June 1964; on the allegation 
because they took active part in formulating an illegal strike of C.R.O. workers ill 
the mines and instigated them to resort to violence. 

2. That the above said Union raised an Industrial Dispute over the dismissal 
of the above persons before the Government Conciliation machinery which ended 
in failure and the Government Conciliation Officer submitted his Failure Report 
to the Government of India, Ministry of Labour and Employment. 

3. That the Government of India, Ministry of Labour and Employment, New 
Delhi, under their letter No. 5/1/8S-LR.II, dated 16th June 1965 informed the 
management, and the Union concerned that the Government of India did not con- 
sider the dispute lit. for reference to Industrial Tribunal for adjudication, because 
the workmen were dismissed for proved misconduct and the Union failed to substan- 
tiate the allegation of victimisation. 

4- Thai the strike was also declared as illegal by the Regional Labour Commis- 
sioner (Cl, Jabalpur under his decision dated 25th June 1964. 


5. That the Government of India, Ministry of Labour and Employment, under 
their reference No. 5/ 1/65/LR-U, dated 19th March, 1060 covered .by S.O. 906 
published in the O'nernmcnt of India Gazette dated 26th March, 1966 referred the. 
above said dispute of Shri Laxmlchand Gupta and others for adjudication. 

6 That the management being aggrieved with this revised decision of the 
Government of India filed the Writ Application in the Hon’ble High Court, Jabal- 
pur, that the reference of the Government of India dated 19th March, 1906 be 
quashed by the writ in nature certiorari. 

7. That the management being aggrieved with the decision of the Hon’ble High 
Court under their judgment dated 25th November, 1968 In their Misc. Petition 
No 569 of I960 filed an Appeal in the Supreme Court under Civil Miscellaneous 
Petition Number 2360 of 1969. 

fi. That the workmen concerned, their representative Union and the manage- 
ment have now mutually resolved this dispute amongst themselves on the ft, Rowing 
terms;-- 

That Shri Lgxmichand Gupta be treated as discharged from service • 
from 9th June 1964- He will not prefer any claim against the management with 
regard to his re-instalement or compensation thereof in any other form. Shri Luxmi- 
chand Gupta will be paid by the management in all Rs. 11,000 (R-s, eleven 

thousand) as compensation in full and final settlement of his claims against the 
management.. And this settles all his disputes against the managemnet. 

10. That Shri Sunney Edward be treated as discharged from service from 9th 
June. 190 1 He will not prefer any claim against the management with regard to 
his le-instatemcnt or compensation thereof in any other form. Shri Sunney Edward 
will lie paid by the management in all Rs. 7,000/- (Rs, seven thousand) as com- 
pensation In full and final settlement of his c’aims against the management. And 
this settles all his disputes aguinst the management, 

11. That the names of 16 C-R.O. workers concerned are as under : — 1 

1. Shri Sitnram s/o Mithodas. 

2. Shri Chandradeo s/o Ramsaran. 

3. Shri Ramnath s/o Ramdhin. 

4. Shri Son'.ai s/o Gulley. 

5- Shri Durga Prasad s/o Sadhoodas. 

6. Shri Jawaharlal s/o Jagarnath. 

7. Shri Moiilal s/o Ramlagan. 

3. Shri Rambharan s/o Bikahu. 

9. Shri Jawahir s/o Prabhu. 



2884 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JUNE 27, 1970/ASADHA 6, 1892 


[Part II— 


10. Shri Ramlautan s/o Kanhul. 

11. Shrl Baboolal s/o Kedar. 

12. Shrl Ramchandra s/o Purriamasi. 

13. Shri Jhlllo. s/o Blswanath. 

14. Shri Kabool Singh s/o Atnar Singh. 

15. Shri Rampreet s/o Lochan. 

16. Shri Ramlal s/o Ram Gulam. 

The employment of the above CR.O. workers was for a period, of 11 months 
only on contract basis with the management, and they had already completed some 
■portion of their contract of employment with the Management. It is agreed upon 
hy the parties that these C.R.O. workers named above will be paid by the manage- 
ment the amount ns shown against their names given in Annexure ‘A’ attached, 
as full and final settlement of their claims against the management. They will not 
prefer any other claim against the Management with regard to their employment 
or compensation thereof In any form, This payment will be treated as settlement 
of all their disputes against the management. 


12- That the above reference (dispute) has been amicably sottled by the parties 
on the above terms. The workmen are still the members of this Union and this 
■agreement shall be binding on all the workmen concerned and the Union and the 
Management. 


13- That there will not be any dispute in future about the genuineness or the 
bona fides of this settlement. 


14. That the parties, agree that if any other refernece is pending in any oi the 
court or before any other authority with regard to these workmen shall not be 
Pursued by them. 


15. That the parties will bear their respective costs of this reference. 


16. That it is amicably prayed by both the parties that this Agreement may 
'kindly be recorded and an award passed in terms thereof. 


17- That the management agrees to withdraw their Misc. petition before the 
Supreme Court connected with this dispute. 


'Signatures of the 
representatives of 

*hc Management : 

(Asa Singh) 

CHIEF MINING ENGINEER, 
Rcwa Coalfields Ltd, 


Signatures of the 
representatives of 


Siguaturcs of the 
workmen 


the Union, 

(KESHAO PRASAD) 
PRESIDENT, 

Barhat Colliery MazJoor Sabha. 


j [ rpr’T- (Ram Chandra) 

rmt tut (Sita Ram ) 
*fleft tTFT ( Moti Lal ' > 

Tjrf HT'4 ( Ram Nath) 


(V.M. Thakraney) (Luxmi Chand Gupta) Lt. of Jhitto 

Lega 1 & Personnel Advisor. General Secretary 

Burhar Colliery Mazdoor Sabha. (Lt. of Ramkreet) 
Dated 26th January, 1970 

Witnesses : 

Sd./ Illegible 
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Annexure ‘A’ 

Names oj 16 C.R.O. Workers and the amount agreed upon to be paid to them. 


SI. 

Name 


Amount 

I. 

Shri Sitaram s/o Mithodas . 


. Ra. 230- 25 

2. 

Shri Chandradeo s/o Ramsaran , 
Shri Ramnath s/o Ramdhin 


. Rs. 633-05 

3. 


. Rs. 287-75 

4. 

Shri Somai s/o Gulley 


. Rs. 1266- 15 

5. 

Shri Durga Prasad s/o Sadhoodas 
Shri Jawaharlal s/o Jagamath 

Shri Motilal s/o Ramlagnn . 


Es. 115-20 

6 . 


. Rs. 1x5-20 

7 - 


. Rs. 690-60 

8. 

Shri Rambharan s/o Bikahu 


. Rs. 230-25 

9. 

Shri Jawahir a/o Prabhu 

Shri Ramlautan s/o Kanhai 


Re. 805-70 

10, 


. Rs. 230-25 

II, 

Shri Baboolal s/o Kcdar 


. Rs. 805-70 

12 . 

irhri Ramchandra s/o Pumamasi 


. Ra. 115-20 

*3- 

Shri Jhillo s/o Biswanath 

Shri Kabool Singh s/o Amarsingh . 


. Rs. 920-85 

14. 

- 

■ Rs. 345-30 
, Ra. 805-70 

15. 

Shri Rampreet s/o Lochan . 

Shri Ramfal s/o Ramgulam 


16. 

Total 

. Rs. 402-85 

Rb. 8000-00 


I)'! - T 1; ; 1 n mu ioi ai a'mv.i above has been calculate! pro-rata on the basis 
1 1 ■ ■ :: 1 \1 ije : ) i.rj;t period ofservlce with the Management. 


PART OF THE AWARD 


(Sd.) G. C. Agarwala, 

Presiding Officer. 
23rd May , 1970 

ANNEXURE 

IN THE SUPiREME COURT OF INDIA 
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 
C.M.P. No. 909/70 

IN CIVIL APPEAL NO. 1535 OF 1969 
The Rewa Coalfields Ltd. and Anr. Appts. — Perts. 

Versus 

The Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, Jabalpur 
and Ors. Respondents. 

(For withdrawal of Stay Petition in view of compromise). 

Order 

The parties are agreed that the appeal should be disposed of in terms of compro- 
mise. Order in terms of compromise subject to the modification in the consent 
terms that the amount of compensation shall be paid within a fortnight from this 
date. 


Dated: March 9, 1970. 


PART OF THE AWARD 


(Sd.) J. C. Shati- 
(Sd.) K, S, Hedce. 
(Sd) A. N. Grover. 
G. C. Aqaewala, 
Presiding Officer. 


[No. 5/1/65-LRII.] 
T. K. RAMACHANDRAN, Under Secy. 
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(Department of Labour and Employment! 

New Delhi, the nth June 1970 

S.O. 2224.— Whereas It appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Magnore Mining Company, Post Office Londa, Belgaum District (Mysore 
State), have agreed that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 
1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred Iby sub-section (4.) of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government herelby applies the provisions 
of the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the first day of 
August. 1989. 

[No. 8/20/70-PF.II.J 

(«TB Bk TITBIT f*BTB) 

vif fcwft, 17 Sp, 1970 

qjo WTo 2224- — Bcf: %T Bf JTcftcT q%TT | f% ^BB tfBRk 

BT^ffiB BBTfr, BTBNT f%NT aNBrB (%T BFjB) BTBB7 *BTBB % B^ bYt 

qiwftm %t Bprwr bb btb it b?trb ft fif f f% qnrBrft BfB*B ffiftr BfsrfBBB, 1952 
( 1 9 5 2 bt 1 9 ) % brbrb bbt wm %t f%t[ ^rrf7?iT ; 

set;, BB,BWBfBfBBB%PmTr i%tBB«mT ( 4 ) griper srcrxT grtw^ff srrftrr ^frrar 
§ it bbt-tt BfsrfaBB % bbbbj btb pbptb %t Br^BrBfV | 1 

b? b^bbt i969 %?m^%^wf^^JPjTrjf BrrcftNnTTft 1 

[b° 8 / 26 / 70 -wo Pro 2 J 

S.O. 2225— Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Semao Private Limited, Palace Cross Road, Bangalore-20, have agreed 
that the provisions of the Employees' Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), 
should be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred toy sub-section (4) of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions 
of the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the Thirtieth 
day of September, 1969. 

[No. 8/49/70-PF.II.J 

TTo Wfo 22 2 5- — BB: Wfi %T Bq BTpB iftBT % 1% #B?f 

faP B^B, qBB ’5TB TIT, BB<?ft T -2 0 BTBB PTT9B % B’Bl' ffiBTBB Bfc 
%t Bf B3BT SB BTB TT BBBB (IT fit t f% ffifB BftrfBBB 195 2 ( 1 9T 5 

Tt 19)% BTBN TTB TBTTB %T BTB f%B BTB Brfj[B ; 

5RT:, BB, BBB BfBffiBB %t BTTT 1 %t BBBTTT ( 4) BKT BBB wfBBBT BT BB1B 
T75T ftT %7jftB B TTfi T BBT Bf%ffiBB % BTB PTTBB %t PB^TTT NFJTTBft f I 

Bftr^BBT 1 9 6 9 % PbBBB'C % fftBB fBfi %J B^tT BBlff BTTTfft I 


[#f, 8/49/7 0— Tfo TTfi 0 2] 
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S.O. 2226. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs P. N, Ganesan Business Machine Company, 14, Judge Gambulinga 
Mudaliar Road, Madras-4 with its branch at Civil Lines, Kanpur have agreed that 
the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should 
be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred Iby sub-section (4) of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions 
of the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the first day of 
August, 19fl£>. 

[No. 8/71/70-PF.II(i),l 

fiTTfo WT° 2226 .-tpP.%^T RTTUT ’Tg spftd ftdT t f% <fto nopo 

tpwt faNPdtf Treffor i a fa*! i t fir, nrra- - 4 , f-ppi Tjnff 1 %fapr 

RTFS' M T F T' I T fpqrr 7TP31T Rp-Hp-M % «TJ ( FT R RFSTT faqfafl tfk Jig- 

faftf sfsrfinpT, 1 9 5 2 ( 1 952 W 19) 

% RTIFR RHT f^rT RTR ’STTfet? J 

wrt:, sht, rfi ^rfNfdTir snrr 1 %r twrt ( 4) sttn sift wfacm *ft sptItt 

^tt %7Tfjrr ?rem ?; ^r*ET ^rftrf^prtj % rfr %r errs r i rrj drH't 1 1 

tpf SlfEr^ddT 19 6 9% RFT % 9T«HT f?d %T SpfrT NTTnrfV | 

[do 8/ 71 /70-^0 17^0 2 (i)] 

S.O. 2227 — In exercise of the powers conferred by first proviso to section 6 
of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the Central Govern- 
ment, after making necessary enquiry into the matter, hereby specifies that, with 
effect from the 1st August. 1962 section 6 of tho said Act shall be in its application 
to M/s. P. N. Ganesan Business Machine Company, 14, Judge Gambulinga 
Mudaliar Road, Madras-4 with its branch at Civil Lines, Kanpur bo subject to 
the modification that for the words “six and a quarter per cent’’, the word 
“eight per cent” were substituted. 

[No. 8/71/70-PF.II(il).] 

*fto Wfo 2227 . — FfRTfV vrf^r frftr 1952 (1952W 19) 

mrr 6 % sm $tft ^ ftVt gir rtttt ft faw Jr 

'kih' FT <1 T? FTrft % ^Fpd wftrfddh' Ft RTTT 6 

SHUT 5HR7T, 1 9 6 9 "ft 0 FT O a”) i lM Ql-Jifdfl RTftT FVT'ft, 1 4 RM sn+^rsl^i tjrfwUTT 

TjT, bifid— 4, ftpiF FTFt frrfFT "iis<yi, e f'H l J ) <. fJ'FT Wi i <a T dP-ufad % Ft RTF gt% % 
FFR Ji dTi?H IJ l % TTSfpftR gBft f% "fTT WJ HIRER” Wt % FOR TT 
nTtmt” rsr srfRFnfrr fdp; rtr 1 


[ro 8/71/70-^0 p[ 7 io n(ii) 

8.0. 2228.— Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
all the employees In relation to the establishment known as The Jai 
Hind Talkies, Badnera, District Amravati. Maharashtra have agreed that 
the provisions of the employees' Pravlclent Funds 1952 (19 of 1952), should 
be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred Iby sub-section (4) of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions 
of the said Act to the said establishment, 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the thirtieth 
day of September, 1959. 

[No. 8 /T 0 / 7 O-PF.HJ 
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^To 2228.-W: 

f%Tl TTRnnft , tTTrPT^ RlPT WlMT ^ u^.s 5% R% T 4 A i I tf 4 1 Jfft 

sr^rerr w Tier qr ft | f% Twfr %%*!■ ftftr Eftrf%E, 1952 ( 1952 TT 

19) % W£T T4E FTFR *El OTP]; f%T SIFT TTf^tT ; 

?pr:, m, ete eft 1 ^ rreft ( 4) sft srrrr %%% *ft ariftir 

TTE grr 8TTR dHd ?!(%%) E % -dH4 r W vJ'W FTE TTrFjTFT 'T I “fFeft & I 

i9 69%f%rRF%%Ef ftr ^ 5Pjw jf iFreft ^nrtnfr I 

[EW 8/76/70-^0 E^Eo 2] 

S.O. 2229. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as 
The Standard Mills Company Limited, Chemical Division, P.O. Box No. 23, 
Thana Belapur Road, Thana, Maharashtra have agreed that the provisions of the 
Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable 
to the said establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions 
of the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the thirty-first 
day of December. 1909. 

[No. 8/77/70-PF.II.] 

•FTo WTo 2229.— TTt d t,«tu l ncflti s?tdT & FtsHa fneti 

*fn*rct fafatr, %fR+cd Mw, tt° %fe tott 23 , kitht ft, efit, EfTFesj 
TTRT Pqm ft FT If fddlFlT tffa; JpjfalPpff ^ dgd<WI ETE F! E?EE EfT | fa 
EddFT 'df%E fdftr EfafaTE, 1952 ( 1 952 ET 19)% EPjTfaE 

ETE Elfgrr , 

*ft. sir, tfi trfsfEEE % eft i^eeeft ( 4 ) sft eft vrfaiET tti ttBt fpi 
% sffa <1 'A' I <. d>d wfulddb 'dH'i'-M E*RT EETEE ^d^jiu FTPT *F <,cFl $ I 

1969 %fTEFF% **FftEE far % EFT EEsft ET™ft I 

[i%l 8 / 77/7 O-'fl-o ETo 2 ] 


S.O. 2230. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Mittertex Fabrics, 330-A, Kalbadevi Road, 3rd Floor, Bombay-2 have 
agreed that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952, should 
be made applicable to the said establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of sec- 
tion 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions of the 
said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the first day of 
January, 1968. 

[No. 8/78/70-PF. II.] 


upToWTo 223 O.-EE: %E%T EFTF ^ Ei*T E%E pTT | % %TE fkcd'^'W $f%FE, 
336-ir, ebMdT^ TF, Ef%T, TJFrf-2 ETET ddlHd ’ ft ETFE faffaET Efa *FF 

TTf%t Egd«ET TE TFT 9T E^EE ^ E^ & % THErft Ef%E fafa RfafEEE, 1952 
( 1952 F 19) % EEFE ETE FTIEE ^ff ETE faff siFT ETfEE ; 
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gg:, gg, gw gfgfggg tfV srTTT i q?t groper (4) ittt sprt jnfwgi w ro>r 
^ w go; %^ftg tor gw gfgfggg % grow gw ton ^'t ro^RT gpj; w# 1 1 

gg gfsi^ggT 1 968 rogft % sm kg =fi s^t ft ggtft ggnft i 

[to 8/78/70-tt° 2 ] 

S.O. 2231, — Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as the 
Sanjay Sales Corporation, Bank of Maharashtra Building, 5th Floor, Apollo Street, 
Bombay-1 including its branches at Bangalore, New Delhi, Calcutta and Sales 
Depot at Dadar (Bombay-14) have agreed that the provisions of the Employees' 
Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said 
establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions 
of the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the first day of 
December, 1968. 

[No. 8/82/70-PF, II(i).] 

T'to Wo 2231. — W: TOR W Tg STeftcT fldT I fc 

Tw wiTiuM, w trra ggRRj gw, ifwfr gfro, wett pfR, fjroi- 1 , fggggggft 
tgejT, gt fwvft wr wrwrr tfr uinart tfR to i 4) w faror iEft gt gfRR 
fw gi m +' wtto g fwiwi sftr wrgTfrof 3ft gfgwi irt did it ggro g! g£ ^ 

fo wr-i i <1 gfgwfgftr gfafaw, I952(i952wi9) iww wmw gpj;f%q; 

roi.^grogfafaro^gro l^rgnmr ( 4 ) smg^gfwgm rotgwgr 

%gfRr wr gw gfqfgro ^ gw gw wrro w t{gf£Ki wj; weft t 1 j 

gg gftpjwr 1968 ^ nsg«r< % WBrfw^TsrffTf^ gnift wi*fti 

[go 8 / 82 / 70-^0 ittro 2 ( 1 )] 

S.O. 2232. — In exercise of the powers conferred by first proviso to section 6 of 
the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the Central Government, 
after making necessary enquiry into the matter, hereby specifies that, with effect 
from the 1st December, 1968 section 6 of the said Act shall in its application to 
the Sanjay Sales Corporation, Bank of Maharashtra Building, 5th Floor, Apollo 
Street, Bombay-1 including its branches at Bangalore, New Delhi. Calcutta and 
Sales Depot at Dadar (Bombay-14) be subject to the modification that for the 
words “six and a quarter per cent’’, the words “eight per cent” were substltued. 

[No. 8/82/70-PF. II (ii).] 

W° WT° 223 2,-wNTfr gfgTO fgfa RfafaWT, 1952 ( 1952 W 19) URT 

6 % sm wgFfr sm wtf mfwgf w rotg wet grr %rifw w+k W fTOR "4 mw 
wg w; %% % qwTg qwsm ggfgfgfgeg weft gw gftrfggg ^ gro 6 ggg 
fggroy, 1 9 68 g ggg gw wiling, w gpu ggiTF^ w, rowt gfrop gg'tgt ?$g, 
’jgf-i, fwRr giptft fwwfr gw wrwr^rt girwru; g“R giro (ijgf - 14 ) w 

frog figT vfl gfi-gfad % w gig gig % grow Jr ^g grorug % gieggtg gFft “gw 
^g gfggg ” grot % wig ro “gig gfggg'' gro srigwriw wi 1 

[go 8/82/70-^0 IT^o II (ii)] 
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S.O. 2233 — Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and all the employees in relation to the establishment known as the 
Millowners’ Mutual Insurance Association Limited .Elphinstone Building, Veer 
Nariman Road, Fort, Bombay have agreed thart the provisions of the Employees’ 
Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said 
establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions 
of the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the thirtieth day 
of November, 1969. 

[No. 8/84/70-PF.II.J 

vr<> 2233 . — trtr- t? srfftfr |Ftt | far ftvr ste# 
ivtrfa ifrrfEtrTflTr Mvit ,, trfpqipZR ftrfffi, tir ftr, ijrsrf rftp 
WITT TT frfmr HHt Wit hTT TR C R RlpET f T <PT f f% 

fa%’trftrfpi>r J 1952 ( 1 9 5 2 w 19)'% Tir-y trt wttr % r hpj; fer tie! ^ nf^rr • 

5 rt:, m , tmr 1 bwrt ( 4) jrt vttt 9 rf%pn tt rato 

^ srftdwr % TT>ER TTcT WITT %t Kl TP£ TTrft | I 
TjJ Wfa^THT 196 9 % ddMT % ffVfW f%T %T -4 1 9 iff | 

[flW 8/8 4/70-^0 pnfio 2] 


8.0. 2384. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Sahney Kirkwood, Commutators Private Limited, 27, Kirol Near 
Vldyavlhar Railway Station, Bombay-60, have agreed that the provisions of the 
Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable 
to the said establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred iby sub-section (4) of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions 
of the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come Into force on the thlrtyflrst 
day of December, 1969. 

I No. 8/85/70/PF.II.] 

Tfo WR 223 4— Rtf: %RTTT TRTR TT TT TTEr pftclT $ f% %TTT RTf^fl 

fafatv, 27 fortT fasrr fo^R ^tfet % frrR, ’jwf 86 

RRT WTTT T TW^T ffiTNT T*tT TTTrfOTf %t TfEWT fET VET Tv ITfiTT RT | f% TT= 
Tfaw f%ftr ^rftrfTTv. 1952 ( 1 9 5 2 tt 19) % tpi wttt %t wnj; f%^ 
t»it% ; 

tt:, tt, tttt T ftrfTTT trrrr 1 %r ttuft ( 4 ) uRi ttr srfwft vr ttet tw 

JOT SRjftT *RSfTR TTT trfyfVTT % 7W9 TFT WTTT %T tTffT^RT TRft | I 

TfspjTTT 1 9 6 9 % fewEr % ^rfPrf for %t trf r rtstt vr^ft 1 

8 / 85 / 70 — TR ^<Eo 2] 


S.O. 2235.— Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and all the employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Pearl Investment Company Limited, P-38, India Exchange Place 
Calcutta- 1 have agreed that the provisions of the Employees' Provident Funds 
Act, 1952 (10 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said establishment; 
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Now, theferofe, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions 
of the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall come into force on the thirtieth day of June, 1970. 

[No. 8/66/70-PF.II.} 

3f>To 2235. — tPU %RfEl 17776 FT %7 ^ HcfEl ^tfiT % ft? ■HtitJ 

TFpft fa fir ry, eft — 38 fan, 1 wf wn % inn# 

ffarfarn sfk ^nft 'fd'ttfl stptrt 9T dfdirft re; | fir nErnfa fafan fifsr nfilwr, 

19 5 2 (l952^T19)%' nWTy P7UFT f=pX5 517% 

!Rr:, ?nr, ■?'pf 5 rferf%RTTT 3% sett 1 far iro ( 4) ira srm nitwit *pt sfifar 

sfTT^r §TT %r?sftiT ^rr^TT tJ^FFT I 

nfsr^nRT 1 9 7 0 % % Hfi% ffar fa spjw 5WV 1 


[no 8/ 86 / 70—^0 2 ] 

S.O. 2236,— Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Syndets and Resinous Chemicals Private Ltd., 19, R. N. Mukherjee Road, 
Calcutta-1 including its factory at J-53, Industrial Estate, Dasnagar. Howrah 
have agreed that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act. 1952 
(19 of 19152), should be. made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions 
of the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall come into force on the Thirty first day of May, 1970. 

[No. 8/89/70-PF.II.7 

vr° 2236 . — ■jtr: nT^rc fa iff srTifr gfar % %nn fasten i 0 ? 

tfd^dd + fi+vtl TUffa firfifaf, 19 wfa T7S, WlfTT- 1 RTW dTPFT, 

ffafi 5 3 3Tn gfaSm WTUITMT nfifaw | % frfann 

tfk nfanffaff 4% EpW ^n nFT <77: npn pf £ fir +%Mlfa nffan fife nfiffan 
1952 ( 19 52 fiE 19) % nfinnr n*FT Pim fa m% *n%i ; 

TpT : , W, 3771 nfififTpr ¥1 HT77 1 fa nTUTO ( 4 ) 5IT7 5T5TT MlffakT TFT 5PTET 
<67:% f it fasffa ttpfr: ^ nfifi49 % nfinnr ^ inrmT ^ % 1 

fi77 nffapnET 19 7 0 fa nf % ffa Jf^fT fafa I 


[%o 8 / 89 / 7 0— fao ijnjio 2] 


S.O. 2237. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Natural Therapy Clinic, Sumana House, 3rd Floor, 140, Cumballa Hill, 
Bombay-26 have agreed that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4), of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions 
of the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the first day of 
April, 1969. 

[No. 8/90/70-PF.II.] 
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TTo W[o 2237. — *RT. TOR %T Tf[ TcfRT | % dR-RT 

^Trfr f%TpRF , stir fiw, 4ff%R 140, *pitort f^r, ipRf-26 turf wm 
^9 ^fk jfnr^Tfurf sffr it 37 tif | far ^4-r r ^ Rfosir 

ffffRsrf%f%zuT, 1952 ( 1052^ 19') %3 rrrp % 1 'RT'jf'FR ^nR 'nf^t ; 
rr:,ito, RTO^fiir-idd %t rrt 1 %tRwnr (4) gro m frorff yr spftR ttc 

%RftR RUFTT RTO SlfRlWT% RTR'J RTO TTFpXgTTT RUJ 7R?ft | | 

Rfrsrftr^RRT 1969% Rlfo % SHUT fcff %t RRlff RTtnf7 I 

[R° 8 / 90 / 70-^0 irtpo 2 

S.O. 2238.— Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employe#' 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Krishna Theatre, Amritsar have agreed that the provisions of the Emplo- 
yees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the 
said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 
1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions of the 
said Act to the said establishment with effect from the 30th April, 1970. 

[No. 8/91/70-PF.II.] 
B. K. SAKSENA, Under Secy. 

VT° WU 22 38- — RR: %RftR (RIF %t STcftff ^tRT | f% ilM fThJff f«lW, 

WtJWH RUDF WFT % KF*T5 (RRftW sfrt ^RRTfRRt RTR TT R|[RR 

Rf t f% fwit *if%R fvrfa wftrfdFF, 1952 (1952TT 19) % 3 wsr rto wtw 

%t RRJ f%R RTR RTf|tr ; 

w.,tut, ^frfiif%w%t!mri%tgwTr(4) sra rtr Rf%m *ft swtR 377 % 
ijr %RftR ruftt rrr srftrfajpT % rrsust rw ftftr %t iidyuv rfhi 1970% 
itpj •mfr ^ 1 

[Ro 8 / 9 l/ 70 - 4 t° ^TJo 2] 

%'o TTtSHt, RRT | 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 17th June 1970 

S.O. 2239. — In pursuance of section 17 Qf the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur, in the Industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the Punjab National Bank and their work- 
men. which was received by the Central Government on the 10th June, 1970. 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 

JABALPUR 

CAMP AT JAGDALPUR 
Dated the 30 th May, 1970 

PiiEsENi : 

Shrl G. C. Agarwala, Presiding Officer. 

Case No. CGIT/LC(R)(5) of 1970. 

Fahtieb : 

Employers in relation to Punjaib National Bank, Raipur. 

Versus 

Its workman. 

iU'PEARANCES : 

For Employers — Shri P. P. Raizada, Staff Officer. 

For workmen — Workmen, Sri Iqbal Singh, himself. 
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Industry: — Bank District: Raipur (MP.) 

AWARD 

By Notification No. 23/11 1/69/LRIII, dated 11th February, 1970, the Ministry of 
Labour Employment & Rehabilitation (Department of Labour & Employment), 
Government of India, referred the following matter of dispute as stated in sche- 
dule to the order of reference to this Tribunal, for adjudication: — 

Matter of Dispute 

Whether the action of the management of the Punjab National Bank in 
terminating the services of Shri Iqbal Singh. Godown Chowkidar, 
Raipur Branch of the Bank with effect from the 9th December, 1967 
was justified? If not, to what relief is he entitled? 

The facts are short and simple. Sri Iqbal Singh alias Khusi Singh is a dis- 
'• .jged military employee. The Bank first appointed him in short casual vacan- 
’s as a temporary Godown Keeper, from 7th January, 1964 with breaks at inter - 
. From 20th November, 1964 he has been in continuous employment as tem- 
<rary Godown Keeper to watch the Godowns of different parties, As and when 
e account of a particular party was closed and stocks were released the em- 
' ;ent of Sri Iqbal Singh came to an end but his services continued to be 
iloyed with different parties and there was no break in his service from 20th 
vember, 1964. He was last employed to look after the Godowns of Punjab 
Dil Mills Raipur when his services were terminated bv an order dated 9th Dec- 
ember, 1067, This was because he has Ibeen arrested by police on 18th October, 
907 for an offence of abduction of a girl but was released on bail on 22nd Octo- 
ber, 1967. The Bonk came to know of his arrest from a news item appearing In 
newspaper and consequently it was not considered desirable to keep him In 
~~-ther employment. Sri Iqbal Singh was, however, discharged and the police 
d not proceed with the case.: He raised an industrial dispute which in due 
"se resulted in this reference. His main contention is that although he was 
rmed as a temporary employee yet for all practical purposes he was in per- 
“lent employment from 20th October. 1964 there having been no break in his 
'vice. Since his discharge was punitive and he was found innocent by the 
urt the Bank was not justified in terminating his services. The Bank on the 
'.or hand contended that Sri Iqbal Singh was wholly a temporary employee 
1 his services could be terminated at any time. He was in regular employment 
he Bank but he was employed to watch the godowns of different parties and 
nces came to an end as and when the accounts were cleared. His services 
-e. however, continued to be utilised on their account. His services were ter- 
ted bonaflde and it was a case of discharge simpiiciter. There was no 
>.ssitv to take disciplinary proceedings. The pleadings of the parties gave rise 
le following iaswes flamed for determination of the case. 

Issues 

1. Was the workman Sri Iqbal Singh a temporary employee? 

2. Was the termination a discharge simpiiciter and for bonaflde reasons? 

3. Was the discharge punitive and the bank was bound to follow the proce- 

dure laid down in paragraphs 19.1 to 19.12 Chapter XIX of Bi-partite 
settlement. If sp, its effect? 


Os 

ue No. 1.— That Sri Iqbal Singh was a temporary emolover admits of no 
The various appointment letters filed by the Bank Exts. E/1 to E/10 
show that ho had been temporary employee with different parties at the 
those customers. Extract from the salary bills filed by the Bank(Ex 
also bears this fact out. As a> matter of fact, while raising an industrial 
in conciliation he had himself described his employment as a temporary 
> Keeper in communication addressed to the A.L.C.(Central), a copy of 
las been filed by the Bank with the statement of claim. The contention 
qbal Singh that he should be deemed to be a permanent employee because 
nntinuous service cannot, foe accepted. There is no deeming provision in 
ihe Banks awards, namely, Sostri and the Desai awards, nor in the Bi- 
lettlement. that a temporary Godown Keener after a certain period shall 
ed to be a permanent employee. Paragraph 20.13 of Bi-partite seltle- 
ords as follows:-— 

•;mporar.y godown-keepers and godown-watrhmen who are required to look 
after one or more go downs belonging generally to one party and whose 
salary and allowances are generally borne by the parties who are 
owners of the goods In the godowns, shall, if their work has been 
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found satisfactory and if their services can be utilised to look after 
other godowns in the same place or other places or in the clerical estab- 
lishment of the bank, on completion of one year’s service, be given pre- 
ference for absorption in the permanent service of the bank, subject 
10 the bank's recruitment rules, if any.” 

The above quoted provision is merely recommendatory in nature. Without ar 
specific order of the Bank or an award by a Tribunal he cannot be deemed t< hav 
been a permanent Godown-keeper. The nature of his employment was temporar: 
and the Bank could terminate his services as a temporary employee. 

Issue Nos. 2 and 3.— -Both these issues may be taken up together. TheWffisi 
ward In paragraph 522(4) page 146 recorded that “the services of an employee oth« 
than a permanent employee or probationer may be terminated or he may lea- 
services after 14 days notice”. In other words, the services of the tempore 
employee can be terminated on 14 days notice. The Bank, however, gave him 0. 
month’s sulary and allowance in lieu of notice by reason of Sec, 58 of M.P. She, 
and Establishment Act. The right of discharge is vested in the Bank not on 
for temporary employees hut also for permanent employeeg with this modiflcatloi 
that for a permanent employee the period of notice shall be three months. Thei- 
has been no change in Desai award or in Bi-partite settlement in this provi_’ 
The Bank, therefore, exercise this right and discharged the services- The actii 
of the Bank cannot be called mala fide. Whether Sri Iqbal Singh was innocent 
not is an Immaterial fact. The Bank had a legitimate ground to suppose that 
person who has been arrested on a charge of abduction of a girl is not a prope 
person to be kept In employment particularly of a temporary nature. This dh 
charge cannot be termed to be punitive and there was no obligation to follow tl 
procedure laid down in paragraph 19.1 to 19.12 Chapter XIX of the Bi-parti 4 
Settlement. Evidently there was no oblique motive in getting rid of Sri Iqta 
Singh. The Bank used its discretion in a bona -fide manner. The termtnatioi 
therefore, was a discharge simpliciter and bo na fide. It was not a punitive dis 
charge. 

Decision. — The result is that there is no merit in the dispute. The action 
the management in terminating the services of Sri Iqbal Singh, Godown-keeper 
held to be justified. He i3 not entitled to any relief. No order for costs. 

(Sd.) G. C. Agauwala, 
Presiding Offlc 

30th May , 1970. 


[No. 23/111/09/LBT. 
S. S. SAHASRANAMAN, Under S 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 18th. June 1970 

S.O. 224ft. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of se 
19 of the Minimum Wages Act, 1948 (11 of 1948), the Central Government 1 
makes the following further amendments in the notification of the Goverr 
of India in the Ministry of Labour. Employment and Rehabilitation (De - 
of Labour and Employment) No. S.O. 2680, dated the 17th July, 1968, narr 
In the Table appended to the said notification- 

fa) In Item VII, for the entry- in column (3), the following entry, 
be substituted, namely: — 

“The State of Bihar”; 

(b) in item XI, for the entry in column (3), the following entry, s 
substituted namely: — 

“The State of Orissa”. 


[No. 8(4) /70-WI 
HANS RAJ CHHABRA, Unc 
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Ef 18 1970 

vr° vrr° 2240 : — jffafSm, 1948 ( 1948 *pt 1 ) «fV trnr 19 

3WI ( l) JTTT STErT Wftfllff *FT EE'lE WKrf gq ETFTC VTRcT WIWR % *m, 

i J rrnn^T^^mrm (set tMeh f^rm) qft trfa^HT *pset eeoOTo 2680 
ETfta i7<jj*rrf 1 968 ir «fhc wnt PvMfaRad toIer pwsrt ER?fr $, stVrt :- 
W wfg^Err % awp eh# *r :- 

(v) ee 7 Sr, *?r«i ( 3 )tft*rfafe % fETE tt fERfafercr MfM’td srlwfTfw Eft 

*prftr :— 

"fir^rr tre” ; 

(<3 EE 1 1 Jr, HFE ( 3 ) Eft Efftfe % PETE ET fwfafatf Mftfe srfftPETfatf 

Eft EFJift, WEfa :— 

" 3tf)ET TT^E " I 

[FEET 8 ( 4 ) / 70 — 15^0 io (EEo 155 ^)] 

SjE TEE WMTT, JTEt El^E I 


ID BY THE GENERAL MANAOER, GOVERNMENT OF INDIA PRESS, MINTO ROAD, 
W DELHI AND PUBLISHED BY THE MANAGER OF PUBLICATIONS, DELHI, 1970 





